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THE STORY OF THE MAILS. 


New York City, April 20, 1893.—‘‘We find THz AMERICAN 
LAWYER to be the most interesting and valuable legal journal that 
comes to our hands. Its editorials are well chosen, pithy and sug- 
gestive, its notes on current legislation are of much value, its digest 
of the doings of bar associations is very useful, while ‘ Lawyers, 
What they are doing—Where they are—What is said of them, etc.,’ 
cannot fail to be of the greatest interest to the profession. Until 
its appearance the eighty thousand lawyers in the United States and 
Canada had no certain means of information a each other. 
Now however, their every movement is chronicled, details of per- 
sonal history are spread upon its pages and those with whom they 
have had business relations or fraternal connections are kept fully 
informed regarding them. Itis most remarkable that hitherto 
there has been no such thing as a genuinely legal newspaper. It 
certainly deserves a place in every law-office in the land.” 

CARTER, HUGHES & KELLOGG. 





Derroit, Mich., April 21, 1893: “I have read with much inter- 
est the April number of THE AMERICAN LAWYER, and congratulate 
you on the scope of its general import. You have a great and a 
grand field for future influence and usefulness. I have been an 
active member of the American Bar Association since 1881 and 
know the necessity ofjust such a publication. The publication of the 
American Bar Association proceedings and those of State Bar Asso- 
ciations will do much good to the profession and tend to bring on 
a uniformity of laws so much needed.” 
W. H. H. Russe. 





Hor Sprines, Ark., April 14, 1893: “I most sincerely commend 
the increased interest and quantity of matter contained in your 
April number, in which Judge Brewer returns thanks. The reports 
of proceedings of West Virginia and Maine Bar Associations, contain- 
ing extended and valuable discussions by both, make your journal 
what I quickly perceived it might be made on receipt of your first 


number. 
JOHN M. HARRELL. 
Sec’y Garland County Bar Association. 





FAYETTEVILLE, N. C., April 18, 1893: The AmMeRIcAN LAWYER 
is the most useful publication of its kind that I have yet seen, and 
its rapid improvement would indicate that it is destined to meet 
with the eminent success the other publications by your company 
have already attained. 

N. A. SINCLAIR. 





Hevena, Ark., April, 1, 1893: “I have received and examined 
the current March number of THE AMERICAN LAWYER, with which 
I am pleased, especially that feature of your publication relating 
to State Bar Associations.” 

M. T. SANDERS. 
President Arkansas State Bar Association. 





Seneca, Kans., April 14, 1893: ‘‘We consider the report of the 
different bar associations fully worth the subscription price without 
taking into consideration the other valuable features of your 
journal.” 

WoopwoktTH & STILLWELL. 





Syracuse, Neb., April6, 1893: “Iam pleased with your paper. It 
is bright, full of meat, and the Syllabi-Digest is very helpful. I 
shall look forward with pleasure for its monthly m4 
. E. Brown. 





Curca@o, Ill., April 20, 1893: “We like the publication suffi- 
ciently well to be anxious to have it complet, vitha view of preserv- 
ation in our lib . We think it is the b3st legal paper for the 
money that is published.” 





CrRaTEY Bros & JARVIS 
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WANTED AND FOR SALE. 


Notices of Partner Wanted, Clerkships, Etc., will be 
inserted under this head, vight lines or under, for $2.00 
for one month, $3.00 for two months, or $5.00 for three 
months ; r space in proportion. All notices guar- 
anteed genuine. Unless erwise stated, answers to 

addressed care AMERICAN LAWYER’S AGENCY, 
Box 41i, New York City. 


WANTED. A patent attorney of long experience, 
located immediately opposite the U. s. Patent 
Office, in which office he was an examiner for ten 
ears, desires an attorney in every county and town 
in the United States to act as his associate in the 
patent business. No previous experience necessary. 
Address S. BRASHEARS, 615 Seventh st., N.W., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 


ANTED.—A live attorney thirty-five years old, 
for nine years past in active practice in Chicago, 
Il., for climatic reasons desires to locate in Kansas 
where he formerly resided an: practiced for three 
years. Parties in that or ne:zhboring States open to 
propositions of partnership, kindly address with fall 
particulars. CHICAGO ware American Lawyers’ 
Agency. 


—_—_—_—_—_————~rn” 











VJ ANTED.—A young attorney now practicing in 

Indiana, desires a location in one of the newer 
States of the West. Parties wiliing to take a partner 
or with a soun* established practice to sell, please ad 
dress with full details, ‘‘A.A.A.,” care American 
Lawyers’ Agency. 


FOr SA..E.—A good industrious lawyer can buy a 
half interest in a well established law practice for 
($7,500) seven thousand five hundred dollars cash, re- 
ceipts of same exceed annually three thousand dollars; 
books open to inspection ; firm 22 years old ; best of re- 
ferences given and required ; climate here delightful; 
vepidemics, cyclones or other os vle occurances; 
kind people to live among. Address, Box 30, New 
Berne, N. C. 
For SALE.—A well established law, real estate loan 
and insurance business, paying from $3,000 to $5.000 
= year, will be sold on favorable terms. Location, 
estern Kausas. Excellent reasons for selling. Ad- 
dress, KEENE, care American Lawyers’ Agency. 


FOR SALE.—Owing to illness in family an attorney 

holding official position in Michigan, with practice 
paying $5,000 per year will sell same on very liberal 
terms. Address, PROBATE, care American Lawyers’ 
Agency. 








COMMISSIONERS. 


A reliable list of Commissioners of the various States 
and Territories and of the United States, authorized to 
take depositions, administer oaths receive acknowledg- 
ments and perform the usual services of resident minis- 
ternal officers. When communicating with them always 
mention THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 

t@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited Commissioners on favorable terms. 


BALTIMORE, MD. 

J. Kemp BARTLETT, Jr., St. Paul and Baltimore sts. 
Commissioner of Deeds for Alabama, Arkansas, Cali- 
fornia, Cvlorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken- 
tucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland, Massacl.usetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, 
Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, Wash- 
ngton, West Virginia, Wisconsin, W)oming. 
BOSTON, MASS. 

AUGUSTINE H. READ, 20 Devonshire st. Commissioner 
of deeds tor Arizona Arkansas. Connecticut, Idaho, 
Illinois, Indiana, lowa. Maine, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Missouri. Missiasivp1, Montana, N ook, 
shire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, 
{node Island, Lennessee, Vermont, Washington, Wis- 
consin, Wyoming. Special attention.given to the taking 
of depositions. Also Notary Public, justice of the 
pues. and president and general manager Read's Col- 
ection and Mercantile Agency (corporation). 
NEW YORK CITY. 

Gso. P. H. McVay, 258 West 125th st. Commis- 
sioner for all States and Territories. Notary public 
with certificate on file in all the (statutory) counties in 
New York State. Particular attention paid to the 
taking of depositions. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA. 

Epwakp H. CLovp, S. E. cor. 6th and Walnut st. 
Commissioner for Arkansas, California, Colorado, Con- 
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Louisiana, Maine, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, New Hampshire, New 
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, khode Island, 
South Carolina, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir- 
gima and Wisconsin. 

PITTSBURGH, PA. 

Wit1iaM F. Ross, 143 Fourth ave. Notary Public 
and Commissioner of Deeds for all the States. Com- 
missions fur taking testimony promptly attended to. 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Anson S. TAYLOR, 1213 F st., N. W. Commissioner 
for the various ——— i U. ‘. Commis- 
sioner; Examiner shancery; o ‘ublic and 
Fastice of the Peace. _ 
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COMMERCIAL LAWS, TABULATED. | 
ASSIGNMENT—INSOLVENCY—EXEM PTileNS, (Revised Monthly,) 
Assignments and Lnsolvency. Exemptions. 


Invol.Ass'mt. Preferences. | Discharge. 








States and Territories. 





Wages. Homestead. 





, New Hamp- ' 





No.(a 
Yes.(b) 
No.(a) 
Yes.(d) 


$25 month. (1) 

30 days. (1) 

6v days. 

30 days. (2) 

4 for 30 days. (1-3) 
$50. 


$2,000. (14) 
4.000. 
2,500. (17) 

v0. 
2,000. (15) 

Connecticut 1,000. (15) 

Delaware ‘ 

District of Columbia cess No | statute. 

Florida en No. No. 


Yes.(e) 
No $50. (4) 

2 months. (5) 
All. 

All. (1-6) 


50 acres. (18) 
30 days. 
$50 


$5,000. (19) 
1,000. 


,000. 

60v. (20) 

2,500. (21) 
(22) 
(17) 


1 month. (1) 
60 days. 

90 days. 

3 mouths, 
$50. 


Indian Territory.......... 
Iowa 


Kansas ‘ 
MMB. sccccccccce ses 
Louisiana .... 








, 1,000. 
All. (7) 2,000. .15) 
1 month. (1 8) 

$100. (1) 

aide | $20. (9) 

No. N | $25. 

No. (cj) All. (1-10) 

Yes. $100. (1) 


a5} 
i 


No. | 
No statute. 
Yes.(k) No.(a) 
No. Yes .(b) 
No. pater) 
No.(m) Yes.(h) 
No. 
Yes.(n) 
Yes.(p) 
No. 


prnsye eye 
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3 months. 

60 days. 
None. 

None. 

3 months. (11) 
90 days. 


All. (1) 
$10. 

60 days. 
None. 


No.(o) 
No. (a) 
No.(a) 
No. 
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No. 
No. 
No. 





Yes. (dq) 
No.(a) 
No.(a) 
Yes.(h) 
No.,a) 
No.a) 
No.(r) .() 
No.(a te for 60 days. 
$v. 


No. $50 month. (7) 
No.(s) £0 days. (1) 
No. 
| Yes. (t) | 
am | Yes. (u) Yes.(b) | 
INSOLVENCIES.—(A) Except as to amount paid. (B) As to creditors accepting dividends. (C) Except 
wages. (D) Except in case of fraud. (E) If 70% is paid. (F) Lf majority in number and amount of creditors 
consent. (G) Unless debt was contracted fraudulently. (H) As to claims filed. (J) Except public claims. 
(K) Except $100 for wages. (L)If cash value of property amounts to5w% of schedule debts, or if three-quarters 
in numbers and one-half in amount of creditors consent. (M) Except wages, to amount of $300. (N) Limited. 
(O) Except under two-third act. (P) Under assignment; no, under insolvency proceedings. (Q) If estate real- 
izes at least 50% on indebtedness. (R) Unless dividend of one-third is paid. (5) Unless estate nets 50% of in- 
debtedness. (T) As to resident creditors and foreign creditors tiling claims. (U) But void as to non-assentin 
creditors. (V) Claims filed within 90 days have priority over others, except where notice was not received. 
( ) Claims filed after 90 days receive no dividends until those filed previously are paid. (X) Creditors may elect 
assignee. (Y) Unless three-quarters in number and amount of erediters consent, or unless 70% of debts is am 
EXEMPTIONS.—(1) Applies also to other than married man, if be is ‘head of family.” In Maryland, 
to all laborers and employees. (2) One-half of same if debt is for necessaries. (3) and not less than $30. (4) But 
not if debt is for board or lodging, in New Castle county only. (5) Maximum $100. (6) Some exceptions. (7) If 
“laborer.” (8) Except for necessaries. (9) $10 where debt is for necessaries. (10) If laborer, and essential to 
support. (11) Maximum $150. (12) For laborers and mechanics. (13) Not over $60 a month. (14) One lot in 
town or 160 acres farm land. (15) Claim must be recorded. (16) Law varies as to the several counties. (17)One 
acre in town or 160 acres farm land. (18) Five acres for each child under 16. (19) $1,000 if not head of 
family. (20) real Either or personal estate. (21) Maximum 160 acres. (22) One-half acre in town, or 40 acres 
farm land. (23) One lot in city, 4 acre in town, of acres farm land. (24) Also to widow or widower. (25) Lot in 
city, value $5,000, or 200 acres farm land. (26) For husband and wife, and $250 for each child. (27) One-quarter 
acre in town, or40 acres farm land (28) (ne-half acre in town, or 160 acres farm land. (29) 18 sq. rods in 
cities of more than 40,00'. 30 aq. rods in cities 10 00u to 40,000. Farm land 160 acres, up to $1,50. value. 
WE 


KANSAS | Elave law correspondents 0 


| all County seats in the West. 


Rohrbaugh & Rauch, | .. . 

|| Horeciose mortgages, make 

Attorneys, || collections and attend to law 
WICHITA, KAN, |) business in court. 
ABSTRACTS, LAND || Wwe 

TITLE,CORPORATION || Divide with Eastern at 
MERCANTILE torneys. 

LAW. | WRITE US FOR REFERENCE. 
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3 months. (13) 
1%), 





COME QUICK! R’y. advancing w.ll double value 
Fine timver and rich soil una riaid with coal 
Well adapied for Poultry, Vegetables and Fruit. 
80,008 acres mands lots in all plateau towns. 
Address Cumberland Plateau s and Ofttice. 


Roslin P, ©, Hulbert Park, Tenn. 
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LAUGHLIN PERreHOTrheD PEN. 


To Only 
$1.00. 


_ “IT STANDS AT THE HEAD.” 

ly guaranteed to give positive satisfaction or money refunded. Upon receipt of $1.00 we will send to any address, 
on 30 days’ trial, our Fountain Pen, fitted with finest quality aiamond point, 16 k. gold d i ed rubber 
holder. Order sample, write for terms. Reference: Old N ational Bank. Lit Wayne, Ind. > wy — 


dress : eo = 
5 LAUG N CO., Ft. Wayne, Ind. 


BEATTY st 
Address Daniel 
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ATTORNEYS’ § AGENCIES 


ASSOCIATION. 


CENTRAL OFFICE : 
206 BROADWAY, (Evening Post Building), 
NEW YORK. 








MEMBERS : MEMBERS: 
Doolittle, Palmer & Tolman, Chicago. The Uu ‘alters Collection Co., Omaha. 


(Continental Collection Agency.) er j P -onll 
Read's Collection & Mercantile A gency, Boston. Blain & Kinkead, Louisville. 
Arthur H. Scherer, Philadelphia. National Collecting Co., Cincinnatz. 


(Attorney for Brock’s Commercial Agency, Ltd.) Shepard Mercantile A gency Salt Lake City 
Bonded Collection Agency, Baltimore. (Shepard, Cherry & Shepard, Attorneys.) 


Gilbert Elliott Colle tion Co., St. Louts. Gilbert Elliott Law Co., New York City. 

Fifield & Fifield, Minneapolis, Brown, Chapman & Brown, Kansas City. 
(Fifield Collection Agency. ) D “1 E. TI Toledo 

George F. Bean, Boston. ee ee 


: : : ; (Toledo Commercial Exchange. ) 
(Attorney for American Boot & Shoe Reporting Co.| _- 
and American Collection Agency, Incorporated.) Ha rry H. Fall, New Orleans. 


Shriver, Bartle ° " altimore. (Attorney for Bradstreet Co.) 

~<aien ms pra yeas “ sing Silverstone, Murphy & Brodie, Portland, Oreg. 
(Merchants’ Collection Bureau.) E. C. Ferguson & Goodnow, Chicago. 

White, Johnson €& McCaslin, Cleveland. The Legal & Commercial) Toronto, Montreal 

Morphy, Ewing, Gilbert & Ewing, St. Paul., Exchange of Canada, Hae Hamilton. 

Shriver, Bartlett & Co., Philadelphia. Mercantile Protective Bureau, Pittsburgh. 

Bowen, Douglas & Whiting, Detroit. Dorn & Dorn, San Franctsco. 





NEW YORK, April 1, 1893. 

We beg to announce that the above named association has been formed for the purpose of promoting the exchange of busi- 
ness be'ween ifs members, associate attorneys and others; and the publication of a list of its members and 
associates, 

Each of the members of the Association, among whom are to be found the leading Agencies of America, has consented to assist 
energetically in promoting its success and has agreed that in forwarding business to other attorneys for attention preference will be given 
to the associate attorneys of the association. 

These associate attorneys are being selected with the greatest care and every effort is being made to admit to the association none 
but attorneys of established reputation and known reliability, so that business of the greatest importance may be freely sent to them 
without other recommendation than their membership in this association. 

As far as possible, the associate attorneys are selected from those with whom members of the association have had previous satis- 
factory experience, as we believe that the knowledge gained through the exchange of business is often better than references, especially 
as to promptness in attending to business, correspondence, etc. 

The members of the association consisting of well-known Agencies and Law Offices in each of the principal cities of the United 
States and Canada, each contribute the names of attorneys whom they can recommend from experience to be capable, trustworthy 
and desirable. These attorneys are corresponded with, and if they desire to join the association, their names are submitted for ap- 
proval to all the members. Only one associate attorney will be received from each place of less than 5,000 population. 

It is believed that these precautions will result in a more desirable list of attorneys than any now published. 


Associate attorneys are also expected to give preference to the other associates when forwarding business to other places: 
for attention, except when other considerations render this inexpedient. 


_ We do not expect to establish a uniform schedule of fees, as many members have contracts with clients or subscribers not con- 
venient to alter. Each office will therefore forward business according to its own schedale. 


We confidently expect that this association will result in the exchange of a vast amount of legal business and collections between 
the large number of agencies and attorneys who are in this way banded together for mutual benefit. 

We are now working on the lists, the names selected being forwarded weekly to each of our twenty-six members, to be 
used at once in a out business. Immediately upon the completion of the entire lists they will be handsomely printed in book 
form and a copy forwarded to each member and associate attorney. 

The book will also be sold to other attorneys throughout the country with a view of increasing the business controlled by it. 

Revisions will be made as often as is found necessary; the entire list will probably be issued quarterly or semi-annually. 


Each associate attorney will be expected to pay $5.00 in advance upon joining and the same sum yearly to cover the expenses 
necessarily large, of postage, stationery, salaries, printing, binding, etc. 


Please address all correpondence and make remittance to the Central Office. 


THE GILBERT ELLIOTT LAW CO., 


206 BROADWAY, NEW YORK CITY. 


a 





E> We will be glad to correspond with Attorneys willing to give prompt attention 1c business. 1 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








Rattan Established 1836. 
THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
Frank C,. Smit, LL. B., Epiror. 


A Business Journal for Business Lawyers. 








Discusses current commercial lew and litigation ; ; reports the latest de- 
cisions and the events of legislation upon business affairs ; keeps 
abreast of contemporary legal literature ; gives news of 
the movements of attorneys and law associations, 
and of all matters of interest to live 
practitioners. 


IssuED MONTHLY. SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $1.00 PER YEAR. 








ASSOCIATE PUBLICATIONS. 


THE AMERICAN BANKER, 


A wouely 3 journal giving a complete review of all banking and poses 1 matters, new 
and closed banks, changes, counterfeits, and everything of interest to men of finance. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $4.00 per Year. 


THE AMERICAN BANK REPORTER, 


A bi-monthly, with semi-annual special editions, containing corrected lists of all 

, bankers and financial institutions; officers, cap!tal, surplus, etc., towns without 

banking facilities and nearest banking potnt ; list of attorneys and other valuable in- 
on. 


Subscription Price, $6.00, or with “ The American Banker,” 





$9.00 per Year. 
UNDERWoOop’s U. S. CouNTERFEIT REPORTER, 


Contains a complete list of all American and Canadian counterfeits or altered or 
stolen bank notes, silver certificates, bunds, etc., issued Bi-Monthly. 


SUBSCRIPTION PRICE, $2.00 ‘per Year. 


STUMPF & STEURER, Publishers, 
48 Church St., cor. Fulton St.,  (P. 0. Box 4171 ) NEW YORK CITY. 


Entered at the New York Post Ofice @ as Second ( Class Matter. 
NEW YORK, MAY, 1893. 


OUR DEPARTMENT OF LEGISLATION in this and for 
several succeeding numbers, will necessarily be omitted, 
or greatly abridged, by reason of the fact that legislative 
action has now almost entirely ceased and will very soon 
be wholly suspended until the reconvention of the law- 
making bodies in the fall. Those who have found ma- 
terial satisfaction in this feature of the journal will be 
gratified to know that we are arranging for a more per- 
fect service therein, and that with the resumption of legisla- 
tive action, we will be fully equipped to give prompt and 
accurate report of the course of current legislation, propos- 
ed, pending or enacted, in every State and in the National 
Congress, of interest to those whom we serve. 























THE STATE BAk ASSOCIATIONS of Alabama, Georgia, 
Michigan and Missouri, among others, hold their next 
annual sessions during June and July, while in other 
States the annual meetings follow during the fall and 


winter months. We expect to be able to give the official 
report of each of these meetings, negotiations for which 
are being now actively conducted. We shall also give 
full reports of the proceedings of the American Bar Asso- 
ciation, to be held in Milwaukee, Wis., on the last two 
days of August and the first day of September, and of the 
Legal Congress to be held in August in connection with 
the Columbian Exposition. These two last named events 
will be of particular interest and value to the profession, 
and in no other publication will complete reports be found. 
Subscribers will receive the supplements containing these 
reports without extra charge. 





LAWYERS will do well to communicate with us con- 
cerning representation in our attorneys’ list. 








THE PROFESSION’S DUTY. 


In our last issue we called the attention of courts and 
bar associations to the increasing number of unlicensed 
practitioners and demanded their summary ejectment 
from the precints of the profession. Thereis another and 
equally grave reform which should be as radically applied 
to those, who, under the foregoing weeding would then 
remain. 

Among the regularly admitted and duly licensed 
practitioners, there is a considerable percentage who 
debase their own faculties and degrade the profession by 
practices in every degree as reprehensible any ever em. 
ployed by unauthorized practitioners. This is grievous 
but true. Serious as is the menace to the good name of 
the profession, and to the proper protection of courts and 
clients, of a class of men who conduct a practice under 
the pretense of legal right, it is far more injurious to 
every interest affected to permit men who are the law’s 
sworn officers to continue, under the sanction of courts 
and the profession, a practice that is infrequent, if not 
constant, violation of their oaths. The duties imposed 
upon members of the bar clothe them with important 
fiduciary responsibilities and make them amendable 
to obligations that other members of the commu. 
nity do not share. In no other calling should a more 
strict adherence to ethical and moral obligations be ex- 
acted or a higher degree of accountability be enforced. 
A good moral character is one of the essential requisites to 
admission to the bar and the tenure of office thereby con- 
ferred is during good behavior. Whenit appears upon 
full investigation that an attorney has forfeited his good 
moral character, and by his conduct shows himself un- 
worthy of his office it becomes the duty of courts to re- 
voke the authority it gave him upon admission. It is 
equally the duty of bar associations to supervise the con- 
duct of practicing attorneys and to promptly inaugurate 
remedial measures where the need exists. The proper 
time for action however is not simply when a member of 
the bar flagrantly violates his moral duty. It is more 
often most proper when an attorney trespasses but slight- 
ly upon the moral standard which should actuate all 
actions. A great fault of the profession is its indiffer- 
ence to professional peccadilloes. The calm unconcern 
with which the bar asa whole views the conduct of those 
whose questionable arts of practice are frequent and 
flagrant, is equalled only by the forbearance of the courts 
in relation thereto. This passiveness is itself a reproach 
and should not be indulged. 

What is needed is a constant vigilance that shall 
quickly observe and as quickly correct every infraction 
of professional morals or of personal conduct that affects 
professional standing. Disbarment is not always neces- 
sary, nor should actual court action be the only step 
taken. In the spirit of true fraternity, with a purpose 
simply to correct, to purify, to make better, the profes- 
sion should watch its membership and counsel, warn, 
admonish or banish as the occasion justly requires. It 
this be done incipient roguery will often be suppressed. 
Omitted, it fosters the venturesome spirit that ultimates 
in disgrace for both the individual and the brotherhood. 
In any case and every case, a strict accounting should be 














Yequired of an offending member and an adequate dis- 
cipline rigorously applied. It is a duty the profession 
owes to itself and the public not only to see that a power 
which may be wielded for good or for evil is not entrusted 
to incompetent hands but also that it be not placed or re- 
tained in dishonest keeping. 








LEGAL ARBITRAMENT. 





The following interesting communication is from an 
esteemed correspondent and explains itself .So, too, will 
our reply following the same: 


Editor The American Lawyer: 


By the courtesy of some one your valuable publication “THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER” for April, 1893, has just come to my desk this 
morning. Inoticed on your first page a paragraph as follows, namely: 


“In the department of legislation will be found the full text of 
a law recently enacted in North Dakota designed to avoid actual 
litigation by providing a quasi-legal procedure whereby disputants, 
without attorneys or technical forms, can judicially arbitrate their 
differences. ‘The tribunals thereby established are termed Courts 
of Conciliation and are a positive innovation. The workings of this 
experiment will be watched with much interest.” 


Pardon me if I say such courts are not unknown to the writer. 
They have been thoroughly tried and as thoroughly thrown aside in 
Indiana. The people of our State adopted a Constitution in 1852, 
and among other provisions of the constitution provided as follows : 

Sec. 19. Tribunals’ of conciliation may be established with 
such powers and duties as shall be prescribed by law; or the powers 
and duties of the same may be conferred upon other courts of justice; 
but such tribunals or other courts, when sitting as such, shall have 
no power to render judgment to be obligatory on the parties, unless 
they voluntarily submit their matters of difference and agree to 
abide the judgment of such tribunal or court. Sec. 19 under 
Article 7. 

June 11, 1872 the legislature in compliance with that section, 
passed a law very fully covering the whoie ground in which it was 
enacted among other things in Section 3, on page 224 of Vol. 2 of 
R, S. 1852 that, 

‘ Any person claiming to have a cause of action against another 
for libel, slander, malicious prosecution, assault «nd battery or false 
imprisonment, may serve on him a written notice briefly stating 
the alleged cause of action, and requiring him to appear in relation 
thereto, before the court of conciliation of the county where the 
notice is served, at a place and time therein stated not less than five 
days from the time of service.” And section 5, reads; ‘‘At the time 
specified in the notice, or at such other time as the hearing may be 
adjourned to by the court, the parties appearing must be received 
by the Judge apart from all other persons, except that an infant 
must be attended by a guardian and a female by her husband, or 
friend ” &c. &c. 

By which it was supposed that the common folk could get rid 
of the pestiferous presence of the ever dreaded lawyer. But the 
court hardly closed its session in each case, until the lawyer had 
the subject in hand, and the litigation that followed was worse than 
if it had preceded such efforts at adjustment. In other words, such 
courts proved to be nothing less than farces, and whilst the con- 
stitution still is unchanged in that respect, the statutes of 1881 
entirely omit the useless law. Instead of diminishing litigation it 
increased it, and by common consent, went out of use as one of the 
foolish efforts of the people to do acts without skill, or experience, 
where only skill and experience could succeed. 

I am led to say this because of your statement that such courts 
are a “positive innovation”, and that ‘‘The workings of this experi- 
ment will be watched with much interest” I apprehend the watch- 
ing of such courts will be about as interesting as the watching of 
the last sporadic efforts of the Populists to run the Kansas legisla- 
ture, or a western Populist court. 

Pardon this and believe me, 

Yours Very Truly, 
Henry D. Wilson. 

I approve your article ‘“‘Winnow the Bar.” 


We shall not dispute over phrases but in this in- 
Stance it occurs that the communication itself establishes 
the exactness of our characterization of the North 
Dakota courts as an innovation. The fact that tribunals 
of alike name have existed elsewhere does not identify 
them with those under consideration. A close comparison 
of the law creating the courts in North Dakota with the 
late tribunals of Indiana, as defined by our correspondent, 
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makes this immediately apparent. Without reference to 
minor but yet vital points of difference, such as the organ- 
ization of the courts, the methods of examination,the power 
to enter judgment and the like, the main divergence is in 
the jurisdiction of the courts themselves. In North 


Dakota it is general and co-equal in all classes of cases. 


with the jurisdiction of justices of the peace. In Indiana, 
according to our correspondent, it was confined to actions 
of “libel, slander, malicious prosecution, assault and 
battery, or false imprisonment.” In the first instance 
the courts will deal with the multiform differences of 
opinion, in most cases an honest difference on both 
sides, growing out of the business relations of litigants. 
In the latter, the jurisdiction of the courts was confined 
to that class of cases wherein bitterness, envy, strife, and 
maliciousness were the primal ingredients. In the one 
case the courts have to conciliate the judgments, in the 
other they had to contend with the passions of disputants. 
This fact alone is ample to indicate the reason why the 
courts last established may measurably succeed where 
the earlier attempt is said to have failed. 

Without, however, standing as the defender or the 
critic of any particular experiment of this kind we are 
free to say that we regard the venture in North Dakota 
with favor. It denies no one the rights of actual litiga- 
tion. It is confined to the minor affairs of life, multi- 
tudinous, important, but not grave, requiring prompt and 
inexpensive procedure. As a rule the less of legal 
formality that is attached to the proceedings usually com 
mitted to the jurisdiction of justices’ courts, the more ex- 
peditious and satisfactory will be their operation. This 
is recognized in the fact that justices of the peace are not 
required to be members of the bar, in the accepted in- 
formalities of pleading in their courts and that laymen 
have full right to practice therein. What reasonable 
objection can be raised to any extension of this exemp- 
tion from judicial adjuncts that may enable men to justly 
solve their differences ? Our courts of record are already 
overburdened, and litigants and lawyers, who recognize 
litigation simply as a means and not as an end, will ap- 
prove any method that shall promise relief from any 
further accumulation of their business. It seems to us 
that if this effort to conciliate minor strife shall wholly fail, 
it will be through errors of administration rather than be- 
cause of innate weakness. 








TO HOLD A PERSON AS A PARTNER on the-ground 
of what has been said or done, it is not enough to show 
that he was represented by others to be a partner or 
that his name appeared in the firm. It must also be 
clearly established that he knew he was being held out 
as a partner and that he either expressly or impliedly 
assented thereto. 

In the case of Strong v. Smith, (25 Atl, Rep. 395,) 
the supreme court of Connecticut adds another to the 
long line of decisions sustaining this principle. It also af- 


firms that the representations of one person, that another 
was a partner with him, are not admissible in the absence 
of any evidence of knowledge of such representations to 


prove the partnership. Nor are they admissible in re- 
buttal of evidence offered by the one denying partner- 
ship liability. 








A SIGNIFICANT DECISION. 


The legal liability of married women is being certain- 
ly extended. The approach to equalization of legal 
status in business affairs is from a natural growth in pub- 
lic opinion and in the wise order of things. Judge Ar- 
nold of Pennsylvania, in a case that we shall report as 
soon as the opinion comes to hand, has lately decided that 
a married woman is liable on a note given by her in pay- 
ment of her husband’s debts, the court ruling that there 
was no want of consideration in such atransaction. This 
decision is significant. ‘Exemption from liability,” the 
old familiar language of tne courts as applied to married 
women, was only another way of expressing legal dis- 
ability. Every extension of legal liability to married 
women in contracts involving their husbands is just so 
far a removal of legal disability. In this way undoubted- 
ly, the courts will extend liability as the implied concom- 
itant of removal of disability until husband and wife 
shall be given a juster obligation for the debts of each 
other under certain circumstances, than is now the 
general rule. 

With the extension of this mutual liability the op- 
portunities which many men have been quick to utilize 
of defrauding their creditors under the non-liability of 
their wives, will disappear. The wife will not always be 
a shield for dishonest debtors. Just men will find no 
reason to complain of the present drift as to the legal 
status of married women. 








MANAGING OFFICERS OF CORPORATIONS often re- 
sort to devious methods to withhold from stock or bond 
holders the fact of their company’s financial embarassment 
and imminent insolvency. The effect upon the interests 
of the corporation or those of its creditors, of surrepti- 
tious dealings by such officers, varies according to the 
nature and extent of the transactions, but it is always 
hazardous. Among the methods often resorted to 
to blind unsuspecting creditors, is that of the executive 
officer paying from private funds the interest coupons on 
bonds to meet which the company has no means. The 
case of Liyod v. Wagner et al, presented this latter con- 
dition supplemented by the fact that the president of a 
corporation who had, unknown to the directors, paid such 
coupons from his own pocket, sought, upon the consuma- 
tion of insolvency in the company’s affairs, to hold such 
coupons as liens on the corporate property superior to the 
claims of other creditors. In deciding this case, the 
court of appeals of Kentucky (21S. W. Rep., 334) says 
that while the mere possession of such paper would or- 
dinarilly authorize the presumption of its having been 
purchased, yet when found in the possession of one whose 
duty it was to see that the corporation paid the same, 
such presumption could not be recognized. The court 
farther holds that though the fact may be that such pay- 
ment may have been made in good faith in order to pro- 
tect the corporation’s interests or those of such officer in 
the corporation, yet “‘ where intervening rights are affect. 
ed, it cannot operate as against creditors in favor of one 
who, as president of a corporation and without the con- 
sent of the corporation or the directors, voluntarilly 
places himself in a position where, if the corporation re- 





comes in with a lien over the creditors who have been 
confiding in the proper management of a corporation” of 
which the one who paid interest coupons from his own 
means was president and owner of much of the stock of 
the company. 

This decision is both a warning to corporation officers 
and a notice to corporation creditors. 


INNOCENT PURCHASERS of negotiable paper for 
value, of parties apparently the true owners thereof, ob- 
tain a perfect title thereto. Innocent purchasers of goods 
and chattels under like circumstances, take subject to 
any defects in the seller’s title. The difference in the 
rules governing these two classes of personal property, 
and the sufficient reason therefor, are well understood by 
intelligent lawyers. 

The case of National Bank of Commerce of Kansas 
City v. Morris et al,(218. W. Rep. 511) recently decided by 
the supreme court of Missouri, involved the principal un- 
derlying the latter class of sales. It was therein deter. 
mined not only that a purchaser of such property must 
see that the vendor is the true owner and has a perfect 
right to sell, but that, in cases where such property is 
sold without full right of title or sale, the true owner or 
the one entitled to possession under him, may pursue his 
remedy against the purchaser, either for the property it- 
self or for its value. Not only this, but the court sus- 
tains the doctrine that in cases where chattels are under 
mortgage and are transported into another State and 
there sold, the mortgage has extraterritorial force, and 
the mortgagee or his assignee has, in the latter State, 
the same rights under the mortgage, as are available in 
the State where the mortgage was executed. 

The old English doctrine in regard to markets overt 
has never been recognized in this country. It received 
no judicial sanction in this instance. The sublime prin- 
ciple of inter-state comity however, is strongly upheld. 





CONGRESS HAS NO AUTHORITY under any provision 
of the constitution, to limit the right of a corporation 
chartered by a State, in the acquisition, control and dis- 
position of property in the several States. It is imma- 
terial that such property, or the products thereof, may 
become the subjects of interstate commerce. This com- 
prehensive declaration is made by the United States cir- 
cuit court, sitting in the district of Ohio, in the con- 
troversy In re Greene, (52 Fed. Rep. 104.) Defining what 
is necessary to render a corporation liable under the 
act of July 2, 1890, in relation to monopolies, the court 
affirms that to constitute the offense of “ monopolizing, 
or attempting to monopolize,” trade or commerce among 
the States, within the meaning of said act, it is necessary 
to acquire or attempt to acquire, an exclusive right in 
such commerce by means which will prevent others from 
engaging therein. 

This is very plain. It clearly indicates the dividing 
line between the lawful and unlawful acquiring of trade 
or property. It seems that it is not so much in the se- 
curing of a monopoly, that renders one amendable to the 
law named, as is the method of its acquisition. As 
though to emphasize this view, the court also says that it 
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declare that the acquisition, by a state corporation, of so 
large a part of any species of property as to enable the 
owners to control the traffic therein among the several 
States, constituted a criminal offense. This clearly indi- 
cates that it is the means, rather than the end, to which 
the law is directed. 


WHAT IS DUE PROCESS OF LAW? No question of 
greater importance than this concerns either the citizen 
or the practitioner. The safeguard of our liberties lies in 
the principle established as the foundation of our govern- 
ment, that life, liberty and property shall not be taken 
without the law’s due process. Every disregard of this 
principle whether by some agency of government or by 
individuals tends towards distrust,insecurity, disorder and 
anarchy. A rule therefore that will aid one to clearly 
discern when a proceeding is within this safeguard is 
valuable. The United States circuit court of appeals for 
the eighth circuit, in the case of Burton et al v. Platter, 
(53 Fed. Rep. 901) gives this helpful expression on that 
point. 

“Tn judicial proceedings, due process of law must be 
a course of legal proceedings, according to those rules 
and forms which have been established for the protection 
of private rights. It must be one that is appropriate to 
the case, and just to the parties affected. It must be 
pursued in the ordinary manner prescribed by the law. 
It must give to the parties to be affected an opportunity 
to be heard respecting the justice of the judgment sought. 
It must be one which hears before it condemns, proceeds 
upon inquiry, and renders judgment only after trial.” 





A BILL IS PENDING in the Illinois legislature increas- 
ing the present force of twenty superior and circuit court 
judges in Chicago, by ten. Undoubtedly relief for the 
severely congested dockets of these courts is imperatively 
required, and that an addition to their judiciary would 
be helpful, but we seriously doubt if multiplying judges 
will, of itself, prove sufficient. The present system of 
practice in that State is inimical to speedy action, what- 
ever may be the number of courts or judges. The entire 
system is wrong and ought speedily to be simplified in 
the directions indicated by Judge Trumbull. Until this 
is done, and a wise code constructed, the Macedonian cry 
for help in the shape of more judges will continue. This 
is true also of every other State that continues the 
Quixotic effort of applying to modern needs and times 
the degenerate methods of the common law. 





INDORSEMENT, WITH DEMAND AND NOTICE WAIVED, 
is an absolute agreement to pay at maturity if the maker 


does not. An indorsement of this kind makes the party 
80 signing a guarantor and a contention that he signed 
as an indorser and not as a guarantor will not avail. 
The legal liability of such an indorser is definitely stated 
in the case of Hoover et al v. McCormick, et al. (54 N. W. 
Rep. 505) decided by the supreme court of Wisconsin. 
The court also affirms that the failure of the holder 
of a note so endorsed, to seek to realize on collateral se- 
curity given by the maker will not relieve such signor 
whether he be an endorser or a guarantor. 

Right. Mere delay or passivity of the creditor does 
hot discharge a drawer, indorser or guarantor. 
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ENTIRE PARTNERSHIP PROPERTY MAY BE SEIZED 
in order thereby to subject the interest of one partner 
therein to the payment of an individual debt. The power 
to do this is incidental to the right to reach the interest 
of the individual debtor, and the purchaser at the sale 
takes subject to the rights of the other partners. The 
foregoing is a free statement of the general rule in such 
cases which was recently upheld by the appellate court 
of Indiana, in the case of Ferguson et al v. Day, Sheriff 
et al (33 N. E. Rep. 213,) citing among other authorities, 
cases from Ohio, New York, Maine, Pennsylvania and 
Missouri. It follows from necessity that on an execution 
against one partner only, specific articles of partnership 
property cannot be seized and levied upon because the 
partners have no separate title in any aliquot part of the 
firm assets. The levy and sale must be of the interest of 
the debtor in the partnership property. Where, how- 
ever, in making a levy under such an execution, the 
sheriff seizes specific articles of personal property of the 
partnership and takes into his possession ali the goods of 
the partnership so levied upon, for sale as the separate 
property of the individual debtor, in violation of the in- 
terests of the partnership and of the right of the other 
members of the firm, the execution partner may join with 
the other partners in an action in replevin to recover 
possession of such property, or in an action of trespass for 
such taking. 

The case named above discusses all these points in 
detail. 





AN AGREEMENT BETWEEN A C&EDITOR AND A 
DEBTOR, in consideration of certain advancements, evi- 
denced by notes, that in case the debtor becomes serious- 
ly involved financially, or is sued on a money account, 
the notes shall become due immediately unless they are 
secured is valid, according to a recent decision by the 
supreme court of Kansas, in the case of Teitig v. Boos- 
man, (31 Pace. Rep. 371.) The court goes farther and 
says that a subsequent assignment made to secure such 
notes is notin fraud of creditors unless facts are divulged 
showing fraudulent intent. 





THE STATE SOVEREIGNTY IDEA, or what remains 
thereof, receives a heavy blow in the decision of the 
United States sypreme court in the case of Sidney 
Lascelles on appeal from the State of Georgia, that a man 
who is extradited from one State to another can be tried 


in the latter for offenses other than that for which extra- 
dition was granted. In over-ruling the appeal, Justice 
Jackson, who delivered the opinion, said : 


The fallacy of the argument lies in the assumption that the 
States of the Union occupy toward each other, in respect to fugitives 
from justice, the relation of foreign nations in the same sense in 
which the general government stands toward the independent sov- 
ereignties on that subject. There is nothing in the constitution or 
statues of the United States in reference to the interstate rendition 
of fugitives from justice which can be regarded as establishing any 
compact between the states of the Union, such as the Ashburton 
treaty contains, limiting their operation to particular or designated 
offences. On the contrary, the provisions of the organic and statu- 
tory law embrace crimes and offences of every character and descrip- 
tion punishable by the laws of the state where the forbidden acts are 
committed. Our conclusion is, that, upon a fugitive’s surrender to 
the state demanding his return in pursuance of national law, he 
may be tried in the state to which he is returned for any other 
offence than that specified in the uisition for his rendition, and 
that in so trying him, against his objection, no right, privilege or 
immunity secured to him by the constitution and laws of the United 
States is thereby denied. 
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NOTE BY PRESIDENT OF CORPORATION—PER- 
SONAL LIABILITY. 





Supreme Court of Iowa. Jan. 24, 1893. 
MATTHEWS et al. v. DUBUQUE MATTRESS CO. et al. 





Where a note reads, ‘“‘ We promise to pay,” ete., and is signed, 
“D. M. Co., J. K., President,” the note binds the president person- 
ally ; parol evidence being inadmissible to show that the company 
was the only promisor, and that the payee knew this fact when 
taking it. Kinne and Granger, JJ., dissenting. Heffner v. Brownell, 
39 N. W. Rep. 640, 75 Iowa, 341, and McCandless v. Canning Co. 
42 N. W. Rep. 635, 78 Iowa, 161, followed. 

O’ Donnell Bros , for appellant. Longveville § McCarthy, for ap- 
pellee. 

RoTHROCK, J. The note upon which the action was brought 
was in these words: ‘$290.87. Chicago, Ill., March 15th, 1889. 
Ninety days after date, we promise to pay to the order of J. T. Mat- 
thews & Co. two hundred and ninety and eighty-seven one hundred 
dollars. Payable at the office of the Dubuque Mattress Co. Dubu- 
que, Iowa. Value received. Accepted March 21, 1889. Dubuque 
Mattress Co. John Kapp, Pt.” Defendant Kapp alone answered— 
that at the date and acceptance of the note he was the president of 
the corporation the Dubuque Mattress Company, and had full 
authority to sign notes and acceptances for said corporation in 
its business ; that the consideration for the note sued on was goods 
purchased from the plaintiff firm for the mattress company, and 
that the mattress company received the whole of the consideration 
for the note, which fact was known to the plaintiff; that the plain- 
tiff knew when taking the note that it was signed by appellant only 
to evidence the signature and bind the corporation, and that the 
appellant so intended. A demurrer to the answer was sustained, 
from which ruling this appeal is taken. 

The only question in the case is as to the admissibility of 
parol evidence to establish the facts set forth in the answer. This 
court has held in a large number of cases that where the person sign 
ing a note adds thereto his name of office, either in full or by abbrevi- 
ation, and there is nothing on the face of the instrument showing 
that he does not intend to be bound thereby, he is personally liable 
for the performance of the contract, because the name of office is 
merely descriptive of the person. We need not cite the cases. They 
will be found in McClain’s Digest (volume 1) under the title of 
Agency.” The latest expresssion of this court upon that subject 
will be found in the recent case of Lee v. Percival, 52 N. W. Rep. 
543. And this rule has the sanction of a large preponderance of ad- 
judged cases. In Parsons on Contracts (volume 1, p. 57) it is said 
in reference to that question that ‘‘ the case sometimes occurs where 
a person holding some office signs his name, adding to it the name 
of his office, for the purpose of representing himself as an official 
agent, and preventing his personal liability ; but this mere addition 
seldom has this effect, being usually regarded only as a word of de- 
scription.” This rule is based upon the principle that the legal 
effect of the language used in the note or contract imports an ob- 
ligation personally binding upon the signer of the instrument. And 
in the cases of Heffner v. Brownell, 75 Iowa, 341, 39 N. W. Rep. 
640, and McCandless v. Canning Co., 78 Iowa, 161, 42 N. W. Rep. 
635, we held that parol evidence was not admissible to show that a 

arty signing a note in that way did not intend to be personally 
iable thereon. These cases are decisive of the question presented 
in the case at bar, and must lead to an affirmance, unless we over- 
rule decided cases. A majority of the court are not able to discover 
any good reason for so doing. An examination of adjudged cases 
will show, as claimed by counsel for appellant, that there is author- 
ity for holding that extrinsic evidence is admissible to explain the 
writing. On the other hand, there are many cases which hold that 

arol evidence is not admissible. An able text writer uses the fol 
owing language in reference to this question: ‘‘ To extract gen- 
eral principles from these cases whose conflict is so great as to 
amount, in the language of a recent case, ‘almost to anarchy,’ is 
manifestly difficult.,” We do not deem it necessary to cite the cases 
which are in accord with the former rulings of this court. When 
it is conceded that the instrument construed alone is binding on 
the party, it appears to us that there is no law pertaining to am- 
biguous writings which will authorize a relaxation of the rule that a 
written contract cannot be added to, altered, or changed by parol 
evidence; and the rule as recently announced by this court in Lee 
v. Percival, supra, renders it wholly unncessary, to the protection 
of any right of the signer of such an instrument, to overrule any 
case heretofore decided by this court. The note involved in Per- 
cival’s Case is substantially the same as the note in the case at bar ; 
and it is held that the party whose name was signed might by an 
appropriate pleading set up that the note was so signed by mutual 
mistake of the party, and demand a reformation of the instrnment, 
and prove the mistake by parol. It should be the aim of every court 
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of last resort to build up a harmonious and consistent line of ay. 
thority, and thus avoid confusion; and cases should be overruled 
only when there appears to be a necessity therefor, in order to pro. 
tect the rights of the people, or to promote the proper administra. 
tion of justice. When a party to such an instrument is by an an. 
thoritative decision of this court given the opportunity to reform 
the instrument by parol evidence, he should not be heard when he 
asserts the claim that former decisions of the court should be over. 
ruled, because there are cases in conflict with them, and because he 
cannot be allowed to introduce parol evidence in an action at law, 
and under a merely defensive answer. 

It is claimed that because this note is made payable at the office 
of the Dubuque Mattress Company, and that the note contains the 
words, ‘‘ Accepted, March 21st, 1889,” it renders the instrument am- 
biguous, so as to change the rule as to extrinsic evidence. We dis. 
cover nothing in fixing the place of payment, or the use of the 
words of acceptance, to create any ambiguity which would affect 
the question as to the introduction of extrinsic evidence to contra- 
dict the legal effect of the instrument. 

The judgment of the district court is affirmed. 


KINNE, J., (dissenting.) Under the doctrine announced in the 
majority opinion in this ease, and in other case on which it is based, 
it is held that parol evidence of intention of the parties is inadmissi- 
ble. Iam unable to concur in that conclusion. It would be useless 
to attempt to consider, must less reconcile, all the cases bearing on 
the question. I shall endeavor to state the law which I believe ap- 
plicable in this case, and make a brief review of a few of the au- 
thorities which support my contention. 

If in such a case there is anything on the face of the paper, 
whether in the body of the note or as a part of the signature, which 
suggests a doubt as to to the party bound, or the character in which 
any of the signers has acted in affixing his name, parol evidence is 
admissible between the original parties to establish the real intent; 
hence, while, where one signs as agent of another, the prima facie 
presumption is that the words are merely descriptio personae, and 
therefore the one sosigning is personally bound, yet it may be shown 
in an action between the original parties to the instrument, that 
it was not so intended, and that, in fact, the real intention was to 
bind the principal whose name was disclosed in the signature of his 
agent, or who was well known by the payee to be the real party to 
be bound. Hardy v. Pilcher, 57 Miss. 18; Haile v. Peirce, 32 Md. 
327; McClellan v. Reynolds, 49 Mo. 312; Baldwin v. Bank, 1 Wall. 
234; Carpenter v. Farnsworth, 106 Mass. 561; Mechanics’ Bank vy. 
Bank of Columbia 5 Wheat 326; Means v. Swormstedt, 
32 Ind. 87. Sometimes the doctrine is stated that, where words 
may be either descriptive of the person, or indicative of 
the character in which he contracts, are of fixed to the name of the 
contracting party, prima facie they are descriptive of the person 
only ; but the fact that they were not so intended by the parties, 
but were understood as determining the character in which the 
party contracted may, as between the original parties, be shown by 
extrinsic evidence. Pratt v. Beaupre, 13 Minn. 177. (Gil. 187; ) 
Bingham v. Stewart, 14 Minn. 214, (Gil. 153; ) Deering v. Thom, 29 
Minn. 120, 12 N. W. Rep. 350; Rowell v. Oleson, 32 Minn, 288, 20 N. 
W. Rep. 227. A learned author thus states the rule, as being sup- 
ported by the preponderance of authority: ‘‘ Ketween the im- 
mediate parties toa bill or note, parol evidence is admissible to 
show that, by a eourse of dealing between the parties, that form of 
execution has become to be the recognized and adopted form by 
which the obligation of the principal is entered into ;” also that it 
is admissible to show ‘“‘that the instrument was, to the knowl- 
edge of the parties, intended to be the obligation of the principal, 
and of the agent, and that it was given and accepted as such.” 
Mechem, Ag. § 443; Metcalf v. Williams, 104 U. 8.93; Hovey v. 
Magill, 2 Conn. 680; La Salle Nat. Bank v. Tulu Rock & Rye Co., 
14 Ill. App. 141; Gerber ©. Stuart, 1 Mont. 172; Bank of Genesee v. 
Patchin Bank, 19 N. Y. 312; Brockway v. Allen, 17 Wend. 40; 
Owings v. Grubbs, 6 J. J. Marsh. 31; MeClellan v. Reynolds, 49 Mo. 
312. Parsons, in speaking of the manner in which an agent should 
sign a contract, says: ‘‘ Kut the recent cases and the best reasons 
are for determining in each instance, and with whatever technical in- 
accurray the signature is made, from the facts and the evidence, 
that a party isan agent ora principal, in accordance with the in- 
tention of the parties to the contract, if the words are sufficient to 
bear the construction.” 1 Pars. Cont. p. 54, and notes. Again, it 
has been well said: ‘If, upon the face of the instrument, there are 
indications suggestive of agency, such as the addition of words of 
office or agency to the signature, or the imprint of the oa 
title on the paper, parol evidence is competent to show who the 
parties intended should be bound or benefited.” Abb, Tr. Ev. 37. 
Again, adding the title “‘ Agent” or the like to a signature is notice 
to the payee that the signer does not intend to be personally liable, 
and, where the principal is known, he alone is liable. 1 Amer & 
Eng. Ene. Law. p. 390, and citations. 

A reference may profitably be made to some of the cases where- 
in the principles above announced have been approved. When a 
bill of exchange was drawn in the ordinary form, but signed by one 
with the work “ Treasurer” following his name,-it was held parol 
evidence was admissible to show that it was intended to bind the 
principal, and that the facts pleaded, (substantially the same as in 
this case,) if true, were sufficient to relieve the party from personal 
liability. Martin v. Smith, (Miss.) 3 South, Rep. 33; Rowell v. 











Oleson, 32 Minn. 288, 20 N. W. Rep. 227. In case of a note in the 
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ordinary form, and signed, “Pioneer Mining Company. John E. 
Mason, Supt,” the note reading. ‘‘We promise to pay,” ete., -o 
evidence was admitted to show that the intention was to bind the 
company only. The court said Mason’s liability was not to be de- 
termined merely by reference to the rules of grammar. ‘ Shall we 
say that the omission of the word ‘by’ or ‘per’ renders the instru- 
ment unmistakably the note of Mason?” Bean v. Mining Co., 
(Cal.) 6 Pac. Rep. 86. An instrument reading: “If the Marsh Har- 
yester don't work to his satisfaction, he (W. Thorn) can return the 
machine to me, and I will return his notes to him. A, M. Schell, 
Agent,”—was held open to prove by parol that it was intended to 
bind his principal, not himself. Deering V. Thom, 29 Minn,120; 12 N. 
W. Rep. 350. See, also, Bingham v. Stewart, 13 Minn. 106, (Gil 96.) 
Inacase where a note in the usual form was signed, ‘“W. T. Bontell, 
Pres.,” it was held that the prima facie character of the liability 
might be overcome by parol evidence, and the obligation shown to be 
that of the corporation. Collender Co. v. Boutell, 45 Minn. 21, 47 
N. W. Rep. 261; Peterson v. Homan, (Minn.) 46 N. W. Rep. 303. A 
note in the usual form was payable to A. J. Boardman, treasurer, 
and signed, ** Minneapolis Eng. and Machine Works, By A. L. 
Crocker, See’y.,” and was indorsed, ‘“ A. J. Boardman, Treasurer.” 
Jt was held parol evidence was admissible to show that Boardman 
indorsed it in his official capacity, as treasurer of a corporation. 
Bank v. Boardman, (Minn.) 48 N. W. Rep. 1116. In case of a note 
signed, ‘* John Keane, President, Elizabethtown and Jonesville R. 
R. Co.,” the court says: ‘It is not clear who was the contract- 
ing party, whether the obligation was assumed by the agent, or 
whether he contracted on behalf of his principal. * * * The 
question is, Who is the contracting party—whose language is it ?”—- 
and it was held parol evidence was admissible. The court quoted 
the following language from Lazarus v. Shearer, 2 Ala. 718: ‘‘ When 
however, it is doubtful from the face of the contract whether it was 
intended to operate as the personal engagement of the party signing 
it, or to impose an obligation upon some third person as his princi- 
pal, parol evidence is penne to show the true character of the 
transaction.” Kean v. Davis, 21.N. J. Law, 683; Railroad Co. v. 
Snead, 19 Grat. 354; Rendell v. Harriman, 75 Me. 479. 

Cases may be found which go so far as to hold that a note in 
form like that at bar is on its face unambiguous, and the obligation 
of the corporation alone. Bank v. Colby, 64 Cal. 352, 28 Pac. Rep. 
118; Liebscher v. Kraus, 74 Wis. 387, 43 N. W. Rep. 166; 
Draper v. Heating Co., 5 Allen, 338; Castle v. Foundry Co. 72 Me. 
167; Houghton v. Bank, 26 Wis. 663; Ballston Spa Bank v. Marine 
Bank, 16 Wis. 120; Rockwell v. Bank, 13 Wis. 653; Latham v. 
Flour Mills, (Tex. Sup.) 38. W. Rep. 462. But we are not called 
upon to go to the extent of the authorities last cited, but may rest 
on the rule that, as between the original parties, parol evidence is 
admissible to show the intention of the parties whenever there is 
anything appearing in the instrument which suggests that it may 
have been signed by one in an official or representative capacity. 
The admission of parol evidence in such cases does not violate the 
general rule prohibiting its admission to alter or change a written 
contract. The question in such cases is not what the contract is, 
but whose contract is it? On whose behalf was it executed? Who 
is the real party bound thereby? Such evidence, in that respect, 
renders that certain which without it is uncertain, and thus enables 
the court to charge as obligor or payor the person or corporation 
which it was intended should be bound when the contract was en- 
tered into. This rule is not only based upon sound legal principles, 
but has the merit of being equitable and just in its operation, and 
is befitting the enlightened jurisprudence of the age. I do not 
undervalue precedents, but when precedents may be found to sup- 
port two or more rules, those should be followed which recognize 
the force and effect of usuage and custom in the commercial and 
business world, when best calculated to effectuate justice. 

If John Kapp had added the word “by” or ‘“‘per” to the signa- 
ture of the ‘‘ Dubuque Mattress Company,” and followed it with his 
own name, he would have unquestionably bound the company only. 
By signing, as he did, with ‘‘ Pt.” after his name, the question is at 
once suggested, did he or did he not sign this note in an official ca- 
pacity? To determine this fact, extrinsic evidence may be resorted 
to. The doctrine announced in the majority opinion seems to be 
based on the prior holdings of this court, and special stress is given 
to the fact that in Lee v. Percival, (Iowa,) 52 N. W. Rep. 543, the 
court has furnished a means of escape from the effect of the rule, 
which is purely technical, by means of reformation of the in- 
strument in equity. No reason is suggested why a party should be 
driven to a court of equity except to avoid the necessity of overrul- 
ing bad precedents. The rule announced in the cases cited in 
the majority opinion is not a rule of property, and, as I believe, 
contrary to the trend of modern decisions, is well calculated to 
effectuate injustice; and is indefensible from any point of view. 
The action of the court below in overruling the demurrer was 
érroneous, and should be reversed. 

GRANGER, J., concurs in this dissent. 








Note PayaBLe ON SunNDay.—The demand for payment and 
Protest of a note made payable on Sunday was properly made on 
the succeeding day. (Brennan v. Vogt, Ala. 11 So. 893.) 

Parties.—A bank may sue as payee on a note payable to its 
cashier, alleging either that the promise was made to the cashier for 
it, or that the cashier’s name was used by adoption for that of the 

k. (Darbey v. Berney Nat. Bank, Ala. 11 8. 881.) 
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MENT OF JUDGMENT—FAILURE TO RECORD. 


Supreme Court of Minnesota. Feb. 24, 1893. 
WHEATON et al v. SPOONER et al. 


1. A judgment of the district court may be levied upon under 
execution without the service of a copy of the execution upon the 
clerk of the court. 

2. The fact that the property of a judgment debtor is in the 
hands of a receiver, and in custodia legis, does not prevent a levy by 
execution upon a judgment. 

3. An assignment of a judgment in part is not valid as against 
creditors levying thereon, unless the assignment is placed on record, 
as provided by statute. 

(Syllabus by the Court.) 

Fred. C. Dodge, for appellants. Fletcher, Rocl wood § Dawson, 
for respondents. 

DicKINsON, J. The matters here in controversy were presented 
to the district court upon an agreed statement of facts, upon which 
judgment was rendered determining the rights of the respective 
parties. This is an appeal from that judgment. 

In July, 1889, in an action by the defendant Spooner against a 
corporation—the Bay St. Louis Syndicate,—judgment was awarded 
in his favor for the recovery of a specified sum of money. There- 
after he, as such judgment creditor, prosecuted an action, in his own 
behalf as well as for the benefit of other creditors, against the cor- 
poration and its stockholders, under chapter 76, Gen. St. 1878. In 
the course of that action, and in February, 1890, Weed Munro was 
appointed receiver of the property of the corporation, with power to 
collect and convert the same into money, and to pay the judgment 
of Spooner, as well as the judgments of other creditors who might 
intervene. As such receiver, Munro has collected under said judg- 
ment the sum of $700, and the controversy is whether these aanen- 
ents or the appellants are entitled to be preferred in the distribu- 
tion of that money. The respondents are judgment creditors of the 
appellant Spooner. In June, 1891, an execution was issued to the 
sheriff of Hennepin county to enforce that judgment, which was at- 

tempted by the sheriff, to be levied upon the judgment in favor 
of Spooner against the Bay St. Louis Syndicate, by serving a certi- 
fied copy thereof upon the receiver and upon the judgment debtor 
with a notice to the effect that he (said sheriff) had levied upon ali 
the right, title, and interest of H. C. Spooner in and to the judg- 
ment, which was fully described in such notice. That levy, if ef- 
fectual, is stillin force. At the time it was made, the respondents 
had no knowledge or notice of the orders or assignments made by 
Spooner which we are about to refer, and by reason of which the in- 
terveners claim to have acquired rights superior to any which may 
have been acquired by the respondents through such levy. Prior to 
the issuing of that execution, Spooner had given to the several in- 
terveners, McReeve, Janney, Temple & Co., Johnson & Hurd, and 
W. K. Morrison & Co., respectively, written instruments (the orders 
above refered to) directed to his (Spooner’s) attorney, F. B. Dodge, 
whe acted as attorney for the receiver as well as for Spooner in the 
proceedings against the “‘ syndicate,” in which he directed Dodge to 
pay to said interveners, respectively, the money which he should 
collect from the Bay St. Louis Syndicate. These instruments fur- 
ther expressed the intention of Spooner thereby to assign to the per- 
sons in whose favor they were made, respectively, so much of his 
claim and _ oo against the syndicate as was necessary to satisfy 
such orders. These orders were given to the persons named on ac- 
count of debts which Spooner then owed to them. Dodge formally 
accepted these orders. None of them were ever filed in the office of 
the clerk of the court, nor did the court grant any order or permiss- 
ion to levy upon or proceed against such judgment. The court held 
the levy of the execution upon the judgment in favor of Spooner to 
be effectual, so that the plaintiffs became entitled to receive the 
money in preference to the interveners, claiming the same under the 
orders above referred to. The interveners rest their case on appeal 
upon three propositions: First, that the attempted levy on the 
Spooner judgment was ineffectual, the proceedings being insufficient ; 
second, that the judgment was not subject to such a levy, because 
of the appointment of the receiver of the property of the judgment 
debtor, which was thus taken in custodia legis, and with the effect, 
also, to suspend and prima facie satisfy the judgment; and third, 
the orders operated as an equitable assignment of the judgment pro 
tanto, and had legal priority over the subsequent levy of the execu- 
tion. We will consider these points in the order above stated. 

1. The statute prescribing the manner in which levies are made 
upon certain classes of property, which would include judgments, 
(section 304, c. 66, Gen. St. 1878,) does not require the service upon 
the clerk of the court of a copy of the execution and notice of the 
levy upon a judgment. The clerk of the court in whose office the 
judgment is recorded and docketed is not “a person holding the 
* = * property” within the meaning of that law. Such lan- 
guage has no application where the property levied upon is a judg- 
ment or debt. 

2. The appointment of the receiver of the property of the syndl- 
cate had not the effect to prevent a ju ent creditor of Spooner 
levying upon and <——s under execution the judgment of the 
latter against the syndicate. We do not here encounter the question 
whether that judgment could be enforced by a levy upon the prop- 
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erty of the syndicate. It is probably true, and may be conceded, 
that, the property of the syndicate being thus in custodia legis, the 
Spooner judgment could not be enforced against it in any such man- 
ner as to interfere with the possession of the receiver or the dis- 
charge of his duties as such. But the argument of the appellants 
justifies the statement of the truism that the judgment of Spooner 
against the syndicate was not the property of the syndicate, and was 
not placed in custodia legis by the appointment of a receiver of the 
property of that corporation. It was the property of Spooner, and 
subject to his control ; and levying upon it by execution in no way 
interfered with the duties of the receiver. Spooner was at liberty 
to sell and assign his judgment, and thus place it beyond the reach 
of the respondents, his judgment creditors, They had the right by 
proper legal process to secure the appropriation of that property of 
their judgment debtor to the satisfaction of their own judgment; 
and the levy upon it by execution was a proper mode of procedure 
for that purpose. It is contended by the appellants that the re- 
ceivership operated as a prima facie satisfaction of the Spooner 
judgment, or, perhaps more accurately, to suspend the right to en- 
force it against the judgment debtor whose property had thus been 
taken into the custody of the law for the purpose of satisfying this 
with other debts. But, although that be true, it is also true that 
Spooner, or any one who should succeed to his rights under his judg- 
ment, was entitled to receive, in due course of the proceedings under 
the receivership, his proper share of the proceeds of the property 
taken by the receiver for the purpose (as must be admitted if the 
plaintiffs’ contention is true) of satisfying such debts and judgment. 
If the enforcement of the judgment against the corporation in the or- 
dinary way was suspended, it was only to enable satisfaction of this 
with other demands to be made, in their proper order, through the 
receivership. The judgment was neither satisfied nor suspended in 
any such sense as to debar the holder of it from receiving from the 
receiver a proper share of the proceeds of the property of the judg- 
ment debtor in his hands. The respondents had the right by any 
proper legal process to secure the benefits of the judgment whic 
otherwise Spooner, or any one to whom he might make assignment, 
would be entitled to receive. 

3. Conceding, as the appellants claim, that the orders above re- 
ferred to, expressing, also, an intention to assign so much of the 
judgment as was necessary to satisfy them, were in effect assign- 
ments of the judgment pro tanto, we are of the opinion that they 
were, by force of the statuta, inoperative as against the respondents, 
whose execution was levied on the judgment, they having no notice 
of such assignments, (assuming that the fact as to notice is ma- 
terial.) The statute (chapter 66, §§ 282, 283, Gen. St. 1878) provides 
for making a record of assignments of judgments, and declares that, 
* until so filed, any such assignment shall be void as against credit- 
ors levying upon or attaching the same, and as against subsequent 
purchasers in good faith for value.” There is no reason for restrict- 
ing the operation of this statue to assignments of entire judgments, 
leaving assignments of judgments in part, only, unaffected there- 
by. The reason for the law is applicable in the latter case as well 
as in the former, and there is nothing in the language of the statute 
which would justify a distinction. 

Judgment affirmed. 








PARTNERSHIP DEBTS—PURCHASE OF DEBT 


BY MEMBER OF FIRM—EXTINGUISH- 
MENT OF DEBT. 


Court of Chancery of New Jersey, Feb. 7, 1893. 
EDISON ELECTRIC ILLUMINATING CO., et. al. V. DEMOTT. 


1. Partnership debts are regarded and treated in equity as both 
joint and several. 

2. A debtor may pay his debt, but he cannot purchase it, so as_ to 
preserve it as a living chose in action against himself. 

3. Where one of two partners pays a debt of the firm with his 
own money, the effect of the payment is to extinguish the debt as a 
liability of the firm, so far as the creditors of the firm are concerned. 
The partner making the payment may ask for contribution from his 
co-partner or credit against him, but he is not entitled to partici- 
pate with the creditors of the firm in the distribution of its assets. 

4, Neither by making advances to his firm, nor by any other 
course of dealing, can a partner entitle himself to a lien on the 
partnership assets, or on the shares of his co-partners therein, except 
in subordination to the rights of the partnership creditors. 

(Syllabus by the Court.) 

George Berdine and John S. Voorhees, for petitioners. 
Ludlow, for respondent. 

VAN FLEET, V.C. The facts material to the decision of this 
case are free from dispute. They are established by the agreement 
of the parties. A co-partnership which was composed of John S§. 
Clark and George Berdine, and which did business under the name 
of Clark & Berdine, is in course of liquidation by areceiver appoint- 
ed by this court on the 1st day of September, 1891, under a bill filed 
‘by Berdine against Clark on the 23d day of July, 1891. The admin- 
istration of the partnership estate has reached a stage where an 
order has been made directing the receiver to pay a dividend of 50 
te centum on such of the claims of the partnership creditors as 

ve proved their debts before him. The respondent, Margaretta 
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C. de Mott, claims to be a creditor of the firm, and has proved a 
claim, as such creditor, for over $5,000. The petitioners deny that 
she is a creditor of the firm as to the artiowlat debt in question, 
and dispute her right toadividend. The point in contest is whether 
or not she is a creditor of the firm. ‘The respondent’s claim has this 
foundation. On the 4th day of September, 1891, a National bank 
located at New Brunswick, N. J., held three promissory notes, each 
payable four months after date, made by Clark & Berdine on the 
dates and for the sums following: The first, April 13, 1891, for $1,000 
the second, May 16, 1891, for $3,000; and the third, June 30, 1891, 
for $1,000. On that day—September 4, 1891—John 8S. Clark, one of 
the members of the firm, in the words of the state of the case agreed 
upon, “‘with money which Mrs. De Mott then loaned and advanced 
to him, purchased of the bank, for himself, the three notes, he pay- 
ing to the bank the whole amount due on them; and the bank 
delivered to him the three notes, and he thereupon took and held 
them as his own individual property.” Mr. Clark continued to hold 
the notes until the 18th day of April, 1892, when he sold and assign- 
ed them to the respondent. Her purchase was made in good faith, 
for full value, and in the belief that the title she would get would 
be perfect, though she knew that a receiver had been appointed. 
When Mr. Clark obtained the notes, it will be observed, a receiver 
had been appointed, and one of the notes was overdue, but the 
other two had some time yet to run. All three were, however, past 
due when they were sold to the respondent. 

The question which the facts just stated raises is, was Mr, 
Clark’s transaction with the bank, so far as it affected the rights of 
the creditors of the partnership, a purchase or a payment? No 
matter what his intentions, were,—nay, in spite of them,—was not 
the transaction in its legal essence, so far as the rights of the cred- 
itors of the partnership were concerned, a payment and not a pur- 
chase ? The facts admitted sweep away every atom of ground, as | 
think, on which a claim could be based that Mr. Clark, in the trans- 
action, acted as the agent or trustee of the respondent. The money 
he used was his. True, the respondent had loaned it to him, but 
she did so on his credit, voluntarily and understandingly, 
without fraud or artifice of any kind, so that the title he 
acquired to the money by the loan was as perfect as it 
could be. The state of the case declares that he purchased 
the notes for himself, and held them as his own individual pro- 
perty; and when the respondent came to deal with him in res- 
pect to them she made no claim or pretense that they were her pro- 
perty, but, by her purchase and the payment of full value, admitted, 
in the strongest possible manner, that they were his. So that the 
case, as it now stands, is entirely destitute of the least ground on 
which relief can be extended to the respondent, either as cestui qui 
trust, or by investing her, by subrogation, with the rights of the 
creditor whose debt was paid with the money which she had loaned. 

The debt which the bank held, and which the state of the case 
says Mr. Clark purchased, was a debt for which he was both jointly 
and severally liable. Partnership debts are regarded and treated 
in equity as both joint and several. Story Partn. § 362; Story, Eq. 
Jur. § 676; Wisham v. Lippincott, 9 N. J. Eq. 353; Greene v. But- 
terworth, 45 N. J. Eq. 738, 739, 17 Atl. Rep. 949. If the debt in 
question had been the several, individual debt of Mr. Clark, for 
which no other person was in any way liable, it would be a plain 
abuse of language to say that Mr. Clark, in giving his creditor the 
money for it, purchased it. A debtor may pay Sis debt, but he 
cannot purchase it, so as to preserve it as a living chose in action 
against himself. He cannot be both the creditor of himself and a 
debtor to himself. For a man to stand in such a relation to him- 
self, in individual right and duty, it would be necessary that the 
law should, for such a purpose, make two men out of one,—to trans- 
form a single indivisible unit into two separate, independent, and 
complete beings. Such a transformation is just as impossible in 
law as it is in physics. 

Though the debt in question was not the individual debt of 
Mr. Clark, for which he alone was liable, yet I think it is plain, 
according to well-settled principle, that what he did in respect to 
this debt operated to aeckenge it absolutely as against the creditors 
of the partnership. When he gave the bank the money for the 
notes, he stood liable for every dollar of the indebtedness of the 
tirm; he occupied a position where he was subject to have his in- 
dividual property appropriated by legal process, against his will, 
to the payment of the debts of the partnership; hence, though he 
acted voluntarily in taking up the notes, and used his own money 
for the purpose, his payment was a payment for the firm, and its 
effect, in law, was to extinguish, completely and forever, that 
particular debt as a liability of the firm, so far, at least, as the 
rights of creditors were concerned. The fact that his co-partner 
was jointly liable with him did not, and could not, have the effect 
to keep the debt alive, as a subsisting liability of the fina; for the 
only right that can arise in such a case, trom the payment of a 
joint liability by one of the two persons subject to it, is a right to 
contribution. Where one of two partners pays a debt of the firm 
with his own money, the effect of the payment is, as a matter of 
law, to extinguish the debt as a liability of the firm, and to invest 
the partner making the payment with a right to contribution from 
his co-partner, or to credit for the amount paid on an adjustment of 
the partnership affairs. That is the utmost extent of the right 
which Mr. Clark acquired in this case. If the partnership assets 
should prove to be insufficient to pay the partnership debts, and 
Mr. Clark, when the final distribution is made, was still the holder 





of the notes, it would seem to be quite absurd to contend that in 
that condition of affairs he was entitled to be recognized and treat- 
ed as a creditor of the firm. To elevate him to that position it 
would be necessary to declare that he could be the creditor of him- 
self in respect to a debt which he had paid, and that, too, even as 
against creditors who have an unquestionable right, not only to 
have the partnership assets applied exclusively to the payment of 
their debts, but also to have recourse, in case the partnership assets 
are not sufficient to pay their debts in full, to the separate individ- 
ual property of the co-partners. Mr. Clark, by taking up the notes 
with his own money, did not become a creditor of the en ee 8 
He simply = a debt for which he was severally liable, and also 
jointly liable with his co-partner. Such payment gave him no right 
to participate, as a creditor, in the distribution of the assets of the 
partnership, but merely a right to contribution from his co-partner, 
or a just credit on an adjustment of the partnership affairs. The 
principle which controls in such cases is laid down in a standard 
commentary on the law as administered by courts of equity as follows: 
“The creditors (of a partnership) are entitled to assume that a 
partner, dealing with the firm, has dealt with it in his character 
as a member, so that his advance shall be treated as an increase of | 





the partnership fund, and not as an independent debt The con- 
sequence of this doctrine is that no partner can, either by making | 
advances to the firm or by any other course of dealing, entitle him | 
self to a lien on the partnership assets, or on the shares of his co- 








ROUGH NOTES. 


Tue law of the road—keep to the right—does not apply in all 
cases according to a decision of the full bench of the supreme judi- 
cial court of Massachusetts, sent down recently in the case of 
M. A. Norris v. E. H. Saxton. The plaintiff sued the defendant for 
personal injuries resulting from a collision between her team 
and the defendant on the Back Bay in Boston, in May, 1889. She 
recovered a verdict of $300 and the defendant took exceptions to the 
supreme court which that tribunal sustains and says: ‘The high- 
way where the collision oecurred was formed by the junction of 
Beacon street acd Commonwealth avenue, which at this place cross 
each other. The law of the road under which the action was 
brought does not regulate the manner in which persons shall drive 
when they meet at the junction of two streets and could not there- 
fore give the plaintiff a right of action.” The verdict is set aside. 





A decision has been rendered by the supreme court of Georgia, 
which exempts telegraph companies from penalties for failure to de- 
liver messages on Sunday. The court holds that under the Georgia 
code it is unlawful for any person, including a telegraph company, 
to pursue his business or the work of his ordinary calling upon Sun- 
day—works of necessity or charity only accepted. Under this de- 


| cision it appears a telegraph company is not put by law, and cannot 


; ed : site - » | put itself by contract, under any duty to transmit and deliver mes- 
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she derived from Mr. Clark. She stands in his place, and has his | prs ool es ped aa ceed a0 thadlien pee ‘Gdhese to pusienah 
_ and — oy 4 sy tangy = hea ge eager the work on the Lord’s day with reasonable dispatch will not sub- 
e is not. e could no ave taken a dividend, nor can she. | ;,. “es ‘ . r 
Whether she will be entitled to stand in Mr. Clark’s place in case i heer thewenn es are awe to prone nn nies 
it shall be found that a balance is due him from his copartner on an | pocnjts if it should be followed by the courts of other States hander 
adjustment of the partnership affairs is a question that is not now | eimiler laws 
before the court, and cannot therefore, be considered. | ‘ 
Justice Hagener of Washington, D. C., has decided that a 
| husband has the right to a wife’s letters. It was in the case of 
| Mary C. Howard against William Howard, her husband, and H. C. 
| Sherwood, the postmaster that this decision was rendered. Mrs. 
| Howard had been in business and had not lived with her husband 
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Court of Appeals of Kentucky, Feb. 21, 1893. 
DAVIS’ E’XRS. V. JUSTICE et ux. 


Personal property inherited by a wife, but reduced to possession 
by the husband, is subject to his debts; and his creditors have a 
right to follow the proceeds arising from a sale of such property 
into land purchased with them, the title to which is taken in the 
wife’s name. 

Stewart § Stewart, forappellants. Alexander Lackey, for appellees. 

BENNETT, J. In 1886 the appellants’ intestate obtained two 
judgments for costs, amounting, respectively, to $52.70 and $107.15, 
against the appellees, John R. Justice and others. The executions 
were returned by the proper officer, in substance, no property found. 
Afterwards this action was instituted to set aside a conveyance of 
the land in controversy made to Mrs. Justice, wife of the appellee 
John R. Justice, upon the ground that it was made to defraud John 
R. Justice’s creditors. It seems that John R. Justice bought the 
land in 1889, at commissioner’s sale; that he gave bond in his own 
name for the price with M. Johnson security; that M. Johnson paid 
off the most of the purchase money, and by the direction of John R. 
Justice, the deed was made to him to secure him in said payment; 
that thereafter Sweatman paid to Johnson a balance of the 
purchase money, and a deed was made to him to secure him; that 
thereafter Sweatman was paid this balance, and he made a deed to 
Mrs. Justice wife of John R. Justice. Itis claimed by the appellees, 
John R. Justice and wife, that the land was paid for by the sale of 
cattle, hogs, ete., and which she received from her father’s estate, 
and the sale of some cattle that she received for a small quantity of 
land inherited from her father- It is enough to say that said per- 
sonal property was all reduced to possession by the —_— and 
used by him several years, and was sold by him, and the —— 
applied to the payment of this land. It seems safe to say that not- 
withstanding the verbal understanding that might have existed 
between him and his wife relative to the ownership of this property, 
it was nevertheless subject to his debts existing before the purchase 
of the land, and his creditors could follow it, and subject tbe land 
that it paid for to the payment of their debts. To that end the 
deed ought to be set aside, and the land subjected to said debts. 
The judgment is reversed, and the cause is remanded, with directions 
to proceed consistently with this opinion. 








A case recently decided in the United States court of appeals 

at St. Louis, Mo., is of great importance to all railroads. Forest E. 
ryant was invited by a conductor to ride with him on the Chicago, 
St. Paul, roe meager & Omaha road, and while doing so was killed, 


his death being the result of carelessness on the part of the employes 
ofthe road. Suit was brought against the company to recover 
damages, but it was shown in the trial that he had paid no fare and it 
was held therefore that he was not entitled to damages. An appeal 
Was taken and the court of appeals decides that the fact of his being 





invited to ride by one of the employees of the comueny made him a 
passenger and that the company is responsible for his death. 


| for some time. She, however, sold out her business to her husband 


who agreed to pay her $30 per month, and she entered the service 
ofa rival house. The husband claimed that letters addressed to 
her should be delivered to him, and the post office authorities so 
directed. The wife filed a bill seeking to enjoin this. Messrs. 
Gordon & Gordon and J. J. Willmarth appeared for her and Messrs. 
Thomas &Bernard for the husband. 

The court decided if there was any remedy it was not through 
equity, and persons were not always entitled to their own mail, for 
the parent had the right of receiving the mail of the minor child- 
ren and husbands the right to a wife’s letters during coverture. 





In the McLean circuit court at Bloomington, Ill., recently, Jud 
Tipton decided that the interest of unborn heirs can be legally sold 
and the purchaser be given a perfect title. He also decided that 
the money derived from the sale of the interest must be preserved 
until it was certain who all his heirs might be. The question in- 
uolves a principle in law which it is said has never before been 
judicially considered in the United States or England. The question 
at issue was can the interests of unborn “‘remaindermen” be dispos- 
ed of. A man died devising a tract of land to his brother and the 
heirs of his body. The widow began partition proceedings to have 
her interest set aside. It was decided the land could not be divided 
and the only way to give her interest was to sell the land. Then 
arose the question whether the possible unborn heirsof the brother 
of deceased could be disposed of, as they are not parties to the 
court proceedings. The case will be carried to the supreme court 
in order that a precedent may be firmly established. 


AN important case regarding the liability of mercantile agencies 
was decided recently in the supreme court of New York, in favor of 
the Bradstreet Company. J. F. J. Xiques, a merchant of New 
York city, sued the Bradstreet Company for alleged negligence in 
furnishing, in answer to an inquiry about a man on a particular 
street, information of a person of the same name on another street 
in Detroit. The plaintiff proved that he sent an inquiry ticket for 
Herman Brinker of 63 Grand River Avenue, Detroit, and that the 
Bradstreet Company in reply sent a report of a solvent person of the 
same name on Russell street of that city. Relying upon the report 
that this was the party inquired for, the plaintiff sold goods to the 
Herman Brinker at 63 Grand River Avenue. The goods were de- 
livered at 163 Grand River Avenue. The plaintiff showed that the 
party who got the goods was a swindler and the merchant lost their 
value. John H. Bird, counsel for the Bradstreet Company, at the 
close of plaintiff’s case, moved that the court direct a verdict for 
Bradstreet on the grounds that the-contract made by the subscriber 
exempted the company from all acts of omission and commission of 
its officers and agents; that the company did not guarantee the cor- 
rectness of the information, and that the merchant in sending the 
goods to 63 Grand River Avenue and proving a delivery at 163 of 
that avenue, showed a liability of the express company, and not of 
the mercantile agency. The court held that the contract was a per- 
fect bar to recovery, apart from the plaintiff’s contributory negli- 
~~ shown by the testimony, and directed the ury to find a verdict 

or the defendant. 
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AGENCY.—See Principal and Agent. 
APPEAL. 


Bond in — need not, in Washington, be approved by clerk of 
trial court. State v. Armstrong, (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep. 427. 

Bond must strictly follow statute. When time for — expires, 
new bond cannot be filed, nunc pro tunc. Drinkwine v. City 
of Eau Claire, (Wis.) 53 N. W. Rep., 673. 

Can be taken from order denying motion for new trial in con- 
tested will case. Estate of Bauquier, 88 Cal. 302, followed. 
In re Spencer’s Estate, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 453. 

Cannot be taken from an opinion of a court, in the absence of an 
order, decree or judgment thereon. Jn re Callahan’s Estate, 
(Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 824. 

Nor from order, at plaintiff’s instance, making another a de- 
fendant, record not disclosing that the joindure affects 
substantial rights of co-defendants. Avery, J., dissent- 
ing. Emory v. Parker, (N. C.) 168. E. Rep., 236. 

Nor from order granting leave to amend pleadings. Sinclair 
v. Western North Carolina R. Co., (N. C.) 168. E. Rep., 
336 


Nor from refusal of a motion to dismiss an action, nor from 
interlocutory order adjudging defendant’s property in 
court. Luttrell r. Martin, (N. C.) 16S. E. Rep., 325. 

Nor, in Illinois, from order of appellate court refusing to dis- 
miss— for want of jurisdiction. Fanning v. Rogerson, 
(Ill. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 521. 

Certificate of trial judge as to what occurred before him, is con- 
clusive where facts are disputed. Green v. Shute, (City Ct. 
N. Y.)7N. Y. Supp., 69, followed. Goldenson v. Lawrence, 
(City Ct. N. Y.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 616. 

Notice of — referring only to an order and not to its judgment, 
latter cannot be reviewed. Grayson v. Harris, (S. C.) 168. 
E. Rep., 154. 

Notice given on June 15th to settle statement of facts on June 
25th, is 10 days notice. Ledyard v. West St. § N. E. Electric 
Ry. Co., (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 417. 

On — from appellate court, appellant cannot, in brief filed by 
leave, after appellee’s brief is filed, raise objections not 
raised in appellate court or contained in brief first filed in 
supreme court. McDaneld v. Logi, (Ill. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 


On such — matters not in record cannot be shown by affida- 
vits filed in supreme court. Mutual Bldg. § Loan Ass'n 
v. Tascott, (Ill. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 376. 

Prosecuting of — against firm instead of individual partners is 
a detect curable by amendment in supreme court. Estis v. 
Trabue, 128 U. 8. 225, followed. United States. v. Schoverling, 
13 Sup. Ct. 24. 

Rulings on admission of evidence, assignment of error not set- 
ting out evidence complained of, cannot be reviewed. Mc- 
Elroy v. Braden, (Pa. Sup.) 25 Atl. Rep., 235. 

Statement, certified by judge as correct, is not, on —, open to 
objection that it does not contain all the evidence. Richard- 
son v. City of Eureka, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 458. 

ill be dismissed if taken by one of two co-defendants from 
joint decree against them, record not showing that other 
defendant had written notice and failed to appear, or, ap- 
pearing, refused to join in —. Hardee v. Wilson, 13 Sup.Ct. 

9. 


And from order granting new trial, in absence of stipula- 
tion that in event of affirmance, judgment absolute ma 
be taken, under Code §191. In re Valentine's Estate, (N. 
Y. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 635; In re Gillespie, 

And where case contains no statement that all evidence 
given on trial is therein contained. Horneyer v. New 
Jersey Sheep § Wool Co., (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 814; 
Gaylord v. Gallagher, (Com. Pl.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 682 

And where case fails to show motion for non-suit; for di- 
rection of verdict ; or any exception to rulings thereon. 
Hyland v. Anderson, (Com. Pl.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 707. 

Will not be dismissed because taken from the order, instead of 
the judgment, where former contains all the effective words 

of latter. Spelin v. Huebschen, (Wis.) 53N. W. Rep., 550. 

Nor, on the ground of waiver, it appearing that papers on — 
are printed in time for argument. Cassidy v. McFar- 


land, (Com. Pl.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 875; 50 N. Y.8. Rep,, 
199. 


ASSIGNMENT AND INSOLVENCY. 


Assignee in insolvency takes insolvent’s property subject to al] 
rights of third persons attached thereto in insolvent’s hands, 
Kirk v. Roberts, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 620. 

Assignee is not entitled to compensation out of the estate, for 
professional service as attorney rendered by self or partner, 
tor the estate. In re Maxwell, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 209. 

Assignment by firm in absence of fraud, is not invalid because 
preferring the indorser and not holder of a valid note, 
though such indorser is a member of the firm. Webb r, 
Thomas, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 69; 49 N. Y. S. Rep., 462. 
Rawitser v. Same, Id. 

Assignment made subject to legal exemptions is not thereby 
— with fraud. Barker v. Buffaloe, (N. C.) 168. E. 

ep., 386. 

Execution of mortgage, nor a transfer of chose in action to pay or 
secure a debt, constitute a voluntary assignment within the 
statute. Morgan rv. Warden, (Ind. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 783. 

Failing debtor may — certain creditors, securing them by 
mortgage or absolute conveyance, provided same is done in 
good faith. Costello vr. Chamberlain, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 
1034, 

Insuflicient identification of property described in an assign- 
ment is cured by delivery. Frank v. Myers, (Ala.) 11 So, 
Rep., 832. 

One attacking validity of mortgage, as being im fraud of cred- 
itors, cannot urge that it, and one previously executed,con- 
stitute a general assignment, since he cannot claim both 
under and against the mortgage. Cooper v. Berney Nat. 
Bank, (Ala.) 11 So. Rep., 760. , 

Preferential assignment may be made by insolvent private cor- 
poration. Arthur v. Bank, 9 Smedes & M., 394, followed. 
Palmer v. George W. Hutchison Grocery Co., (Miss.) 11 So, 
Rep., 789. 

Secured creditors must first exhaust their security, apply pro- 
ceeds to diminution of their claims, then share pro rata with 
other creditors. Jn re Trasch, (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 755; 
Dexter Horton §& Co. v. Schwabacher Bros. § Co., Id 


ASSUMPSIT. 


Action for money had and received is proper form to recover 
back premiums paid under void policy of insurance. Fulton 
v. Metropolitan Life Ins. Co., (City Ct. N. Y.) 21N. Y. Supp., 
470. 56 N. Y. 8. Rep., 887. 

And against a creditor to recover surplus money collected 
on insurance a assigned to him to secure a debt. 
King v. Van Vleck, 109 N. Y. 363, followed. Sharp v. 
Rose, (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 826. 49 N. Y. S. Rep., 420. 

Complaint alleging indebtedness in specific sum, due before suit 
was begun and payment promised by defendant, warrants 
recovery either on express contract or on quantum meruit. 
Roberts v. Demens Wood Working Co., (N. C.) 168. E. Rep., 
415. 

Complaint in — complaining ‘‘of a plea of trespass in the case,” 
instead of trespass on the case cannot change form of the 
action. Gray v. Kemp., 168. E. Rep., 225; 88 Va. 201. 

In action in — by railroad contractor for work under special 
contract, plaintiff cannot recover more than contract price. 
ange ~ v. Chicago, S. F. & C. Ry. Co., (Mo. Sup.) 208. W. 

-, 631. 

In acthen to recover on quantum meruit, evidence of contract 
for a fixed sum is inadmissible. Imhoff v. House, (Neb.) 53 
N. W. Rep., 1032. ; 

Plea of not guilty in answer to complaint in — on a note, is 
bad. Cunyus v. Guenther, (Ala.) 11 So. ye 649. 

Under general issue with notice of specific claim of set-off, an 
additional claim cannot be set-off. Cleveland v. Miller, 
(Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 961. 


ATTACHMENT. 


Issuance of writ of — by county judge, is valid, though a formal 
order allowing the — is not spread on the record. He has 
no clerk and issuance of writ is in itself the granting of the 
order. Winchell v. McKenzie, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 975. 
Omission of seal, in such cases, does not invalidate the 

order, same being officially signed. Same case. 

Stock in a foreign corporation, in the absence of statutory au- 
thority, cannot be levied on by seizure of certificate within 
the State. Armour Bros. Banking Co. v. Smith, (Mo. Sup.) 
20 8S. W. Rep., 690. ; 

Where defendants from another State, take contract within the 
State, stay a year to finish same, own property here and ex- 
pect, after completion of contract to remain permanently, 
they are not “non-residents” within Code, § 250, providing 
for — against non-residents. Monroe'v. Williams, (S. C.) 16 
8. E. Rep., 533. 

Where detendant, non-resident, was sued by foreign — although 
he might have been found within the State and summoned, 
the choice of the former, by plaintiff, from motives of self- 
interest, does not prove fraud. Herbert v. Herbert, (N. J. 
Err. & App.) 25 Atl. Rep., 401. 
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CERTIORARI. 

Application to circuit court for writ of — to justice’s judgment 
will not relate back to first day of the term, it appearing that 
action was not then yet commenced. omer v. Ravenswood, 
S. & G. Ry. Co., (W. Va.) 168. E. Rep., 488. 

May be prosecuted by taxpayer to review any municipal or offi- 
cial action tending to burden his taxing district with debt. 
22 Atl. Rep., 481, reversed. State v. Robbins, (N. J. Err. & 
App.) 25 Atl. Rep., 471. 

Order refusing to send back a return made to a — should be 
affirmed, writ and return showing no merit in the applica- 
tion. People rv. Webb, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 298. 50 N. Y. 
S. Rep., 46. 

Return containing matter immaterial but not injurious to relat- 
or, need not be sent back for correction. Same case. 

Will lie to perfect the record where application shows omission 
of material evidence in the c:se settled on appeal, and that 
same can be furnished. Broadwell v. Ray, (N. C.) 168. E. 
Rep , 408. 

CHATTEL MORTGAGE. 
COMMON CARRIER. 

Baggage check issued by — to point beyond its own line, is not 
contract by — to deliver the baggage at such point. Simply 
a means of identifying baggage at end of route. Hyman v. 
Central Vermont R. Co., (Sup.) 21 N. Y, Supp., 119. 49 N. Y. 
S. Rep., 3130. 

Consignee whose property is injured while in control of—should 
pay all charges then sue tor damage done. Miami Powder 
Co. v. Port Royal & W. C. Ry. Co., (S. C.) 168. E. Rep.,339. 

In action against second of two connecting — for non-delivery, 
of and injury to stock, burden is on plaintiff to show that 
the injury occurred after same came into defendant’s pos- 
session. Western Ry. Co. of Alabama v. Harwell, (Ala.) 11 
So. Rep., 781. 

In action for injury to the hand, evidence that injury affected 
plaintifi’s general health, is admissible. Hansec v. Brooklyn 
El, R. Co, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 230. 50 N.Y. 8. Rep., 225. 

Instruction that law requires defendant railroad company to 
take great care in the management of its trains, is proper. 
Texas Cent. Ry. Co. v. Stewart, (Tex. Civ. App.) 208. W. 
Rep., 962. 

Ownership of goods in custody of — does not change, the only 
interest — acquires therein is a lien for freight and charges. 
Miami Powder Co. v. Port Royal & W. C. Ry. Co., Supra. 

Passengers are not bound to comply with the rules of a company 
unless same are reasonable. Central Railroad § Banking Co. v. 
Strickland, (Ga.) 16 8, E. Rep., 352. 

Person with ticket, who boards freight train which does not 
carry passengers, believing ticket good on that train, is a 
passenger not a trespasser. Boggess v. Chesapeake § O. Ry. 
Co., (W. Va.) 168. E. Rep., 525. 

Standing on rear platform of moving street car, even though 
there is room inside is not, ordinarilly, negligence per se, 
at least in absence of published rule forbiddingit. Matz v. 
St. Paul City Ry. Co., (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 1071. 

CONTRACT 

Between husband and wife, though for valuable consideration, 
that she will not sue for alimony for a year, is void as 
against public policy. Evans v. Evans, (Ky.) 208. W. Rep., 
U5 










See Mortage. 


~. 

By railroad companies to give one steady and permanent employ- 
ment is not void as against public policy, there being no 
showing of actual incompetency to do the work specified. 
Pennsylvania Co. v. Dolan. (Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 802. 

Consideration on which an unwritten — is based, must be 
ang Acheson v. Western Union Tel Co , (Cal.) 31 Pac. 

p-, 583 


)., DBS. 
Public policy does not render invalid a contractural vendor's 
lien upon pumping engines of a water company. NewChester 
o er Co. v. Holly Manuf g Co., (Cir. Ct. App.) 53 Fed. Rep. 
Where debtor sells entire stock to two creditors in consideration 
of their covenant to pay other creditors, in aetion by the 
latter to recover on the covenant, proof thereon, of amount 
due plaintiffs, and their acceptance of the covenant after 
notice of its existence, is sufticient to warrant recovery. 
a v. Berroit, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 358. 50 N. Y. 8. Rep., 
) 163. 
CORPORATIONS. 


Corporate existence need not be averred in action on notes sign- 
ed by — in their corporate names. Griffin rv. A heville Light 
§ Power Co., (N.C.) 16 8. E. Rep., 423. 

Deed from a — to the receiver thereof can in no way affect the 
right of a mortgagee of corporate property. Meeker v. 

_ Sprague, (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 628. 

Directors of — may be included as defendants in a bill against 
— for infringement of trade mark. Armstrong v. Savannah 
Soap Works, (Vir. Ct.) 53 Fed. Rep., 124. 

In action against officers of — for funds in their hands belong- 
ing to the —, alleged fraud in obtaining the charter is not 
valid defense. Haacke v. Knights of Liberty Social § Literary 
Club, (Md.) 25 Atl. Rep., 422. 




















Insolvent — may make preferences in good faith, if such action 
is not restrained by statute. Gould v. Little Rock M. R. § 
T. Ry. Co., (Cir. Ct.) 52 Fed. Rep., 680. 

Laws 1892, ec. 668, § 1, part 1, providing for consolidation of two 
— into new —, authorizes, by intendment, same action as 
to two or more —. People r. Rice, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp.,48. 

Official character of officer taking acknowledgment of certificate 
of incorporation appearing in body of certificate, same need 
not appear in subscription. Second Meth. Kpis. Church v. 
Humphrey, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 89. 49 N. Y. 8. Rep., 467. 

Preferential assignment may be made by insolvent private —. 
Arthus v. Bank, 9 Smedes & M., 394, followed. Palmer v. 
George W. Hutchison Gro ery Co., (Miss.) 11 So. Rep., 789. 

President has no authority to deplete company’s coffers by in- 
structing treasurer to refuse receipt of payment of stock 
subscriptions when tendered. Bank v. Dunne, 6 Pet. 31, 
followed. Potts v. Wallace, 13 Sup. Ct. Rep., 196. 

President of — signing note thus ‘‘D. L. Co., J. K. President” is 
personally liable for the debt. Parol evidence is inadmissi- 
ble to show that the— is the only promissor and that payee 
knew this when note was given. Dissenting opinions. 
Matthews et. al v. Dubuque Mattress Co., et. al. (Ia.) Re- 
ported in this number. 

Privilege given by — to their old stock holders to take additional 
stock at par is appurtenant to the old stock and does not 
belong to life beneficiaries. Hite v. Hite, (Ky.) 208. W. 
Rep., 778. 

Stock in foreign —, in the absence of statutory authority cannot 
be levied on under attachment by seizure of certificates 
within the State. Armour Bros. Banking Co v. Smith, (Mo. 
Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep., 690. 

Where officers of — make agreement to secure advances, the i 
authority to so bind their — cannot be questioned by a re 
ceiver or creditors, the latter and the — having received the 
benefit of such advance. Brower v. Brooklyn Trust Co., 
(Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 324. 50 N. Y. S. Rep., 630. 

COSTS. . 

General term of city court of New York has power to reverse an 
order of the special term without —. Codding v. Scott, (City 
(t. N. Y.) 21. N. Y. Supp., 473. 49 N. Y. S. Rep., 884. 

Judgment for taxable — rendered without notice in favor of 
prevailing party, is not void though subject to correction. 
Jakobsen v. Wigen, (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 1016. 

Motion to retax — can be made before the clerk who made the 
taxation, whence appeal lies 1o the judge at chambers. Or 
it can be at onee made before the judge at term time. Cu- 
retonv. Garrison, (N. C.) 168. E. Rep., 338 ; 

Partial payment on a judgment does not entitle sureties on a 
bond for — to a pro rata abatement of their liability. 
Blackwell v. Bainbridge, (Com. Pl.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 950. 49 
N. Y. 8. Rep., 707. 

Where — are either fixed by statute or easily determinable, 
failure to state, on request, the amount of — already ac- 
c ued, so adverse party may tender amount and so be re- 
lieved from further liability, does not excuse a less tender. 
Willey v. Laraway, (Vt.) 25 Atl. Rep., 435. 

EQUITY. 

Court of — has discretion, within the — of each case, to name 
terms on which parties may be let in to redeem. Hanna v. 
Davis, (Mo. Sup.) 20S. W. Rep., 686. 

In action to cancel deeds and quiet title, where defendant 
claims protection as bona fide purchaser without notice, he 
must deny such notice though not alleged in the petition. 
Dailey v. Kinsl-r, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 973. 

In suit to cancel promissory note, indorsee for collection should 
not, after note is past due, be restrained from returning it 
to owner, latter not being shown irresponsible. New York 
Construction Co. v. Simon, (Cir. Ct.) 53 Fed. Rep., 1. 

Laches is not imputable to the United States when it has a di- 
rect pecuniary interest in the subject of litigation. San 
Pedro § Canon del Agua Co, v. United States, 13Sup.Ct.Rep., 
94 


Notice to dismiss bill for want of — admits all facts well plead- 
ed. Should not be granted unless bill clearly cannot be 
made good by amendment. Grimes rv. Grimes, (il. Sup.) 32 
N. E. Rep., 847. 

New parties cannot be introduced in cross bill merely defensive 
in character. May, when affirmative relief is asked. Kan- 
awha Lodge No. 25, I. 0. O. F. v Swann, (W. Va.) 1658. E. 
Rep , 4r2. 

Where heirs sue to set aside for fraud and undue influence a 
deed made by deceased shortly before death, burden of proof 
is on them te establish charges, by preponderance of evi- 
dence. Brown v. Foster, (Mo. Sup.) 208. W. Rep., 611. 

Will not aid owner of lands sold under void decree where he 
sleeps on his rights for 16 years after knowledge of sale. 
Mullin’s Admin, v. Carper, (W. Va.) 168. E. Rep., 527 

ERROR. 

Assigned but not agued is waived. Muncie St. Ry. Co. v. May- 
nard, (Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 343. 

Filing amended answer waives right to assign —on rulings suc- 
taining demurrer to original answer. Sylvester v. Craig 
(Col. Sup.) 31 Pac. Rep., 387. 
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Not — to allow party on settlement of statement of fact to 
amend same by signing it. Richardson v. City of Eureka, 
(Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 458. 

Nor in allowing insertion, in proposed statement, of a re- 
quest for its settlement and allowance where same is 
necessary to its validity, though time of filing has ex- 
pired. Same case. 

Nor to admit evidence showing that defendant set fire to 
building soon after auditor’s report in attachment suit. 
O’ Donnell v. Hall, (Mass.) 32 N. E. Rep., 666. 

Rulings on admission of evidence, assignment of — not setting 
out evidence complained of, cannot be reviewed on appeal. 
McElroy v. Braden, (Pa. Sup.) 25 Atl. Rep., 235. 

WRIT OF.—A — duly served is not ab&ted by subsequent mar- 
riage of female sole defendant in error. United States Mut. 
Acc. Assn, v. Weller, (Fla.) 11 So. Rep., 786. 

Application for — to court of civil appeals, as reversing and 
amending a case, will be dismissed, it not appearing 
that the judgment of reversal practically settles the 
case. Sanger v. Henderson, (Tex. Sup.) 208. W. Rep., 
915. 

On judgment reversing and remanding a cause can be grant- 
ed only where expressly allowed by statute. Smith v. 
Wilson, (Tex. Sup.) 20 8S. W. Rep., 587. 

EVIDENCE. 


Admissions and declarations by general solicitor of railroad 
company as to matter outside his department do not bind the 
company unless he had authority in such matters. Ohio ¢ 
M. Ry. Co. v. Levy, (Ind. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 815. 

Affidavit in support of application for change of venue is im- 
properly admitted in — unless no resulting harm is clearly 
shown. Same case. 

Attorney may give opinion of the value of services rendered by 
another in the settlement of a claim. Brown v. Prude, (Ala.) 
11 So. Rep., 838. ; 

Bank pass-book is book of original entry of deposits, and en- 
titled to equal credit with deposit slips and books of the 
bank. Kux v. Central Michigan Sav Bank, (Mich.) 53 N. 
W. Rep., 828. 

Books of account though largely in handwriting of a clerk, are 
still fully admissible. Vosburgh v. Thayer, 12 Johns, 461, 
followed. Young r. Luce, (Sup.) 21. N. Y. Supp., 225. 50N. 
Y. 8. Rep., 253. 

Books or documents produced on call of adverse party but not 
used by him, do not thereby beconie — against him. Reed 
v. Zimmerman, (City Ct. N. Y.) 20 N. Y. ri 665. 

Entry in “cash” or “discount book” of decedent, in his hand- 
writing, thus, ‘‘Cash paid A. D. Hadley note $150,” is not 
competent in favor of his administrators, that he paid value 
for the note. Dusenbury v. Hoadley, (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 
911. 49 N. Y. S. Rep., 560. 

In action for conversion, a question to defendant whether he 
took the property as —— is objectionable, as calling for 
—- Boyle v., Williams, (Com. Pl.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 


Introductory statements of witnesses, not bringing in irrelevant 
issues or subjects, is harmless error. Brown v. Prude, supra. 

Letters and telegrams between parties to an oral contract, and 
in reference thereto are admissible. Hammond r. Beeson, 
(Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep., 474. 

Memorandum of rentals made by witness are inadmissible after 
he has testified from recollection without pretense of de- 
fective memory. Cunard v. Manhattan Ry. Co., (Com. Pl.) 
20 N. Y. Supp., 724. 

Plaintiffs cannot testify as to an offer of compromise made by 
a to defendant. York v. Cande, (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 

1. 

Pleadings cannot be considered by the jury as — in favor of the 
pleader. Quinn v. Neeson, (Super. Buff.) 21 N. Y. Supp.,106. 

Regulations of postal department will not protect postmaster in 
disobeying subpoena to produce the record of box holders. 
Rice v. Rice, (N. J. Ch.) 25 Atl. Rep., 321. 

Statement of witnesses that ditch as repaired is deeper and 
wider than originally, is one of fact, not an opinion. Ro- 
mack v. Hobbs, (Ind. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 307. 

Sufficient to sustain action for conversion to one’s own use with 
fraudulent intent, must be the same as is necessary to con- 
vict of larceny. Murray v. Aiken Min. § Porcelain Manuf’g 
Co., (S. C.) 11 8. E. Rep., 143. 

Where figure in entry in bank pass-book is obscure and difficult 
to decipher, expert witnesses may pass opinion thereon, and 
the true meaning of the entry is question for the jury. Kur 
v. Central Michigan Sav. Bank, Supra. 

PAROL.—As to what money, paid by check, was for, is admis- 
sible without producing check. Johnson v. Valido Marble 
Co , (Vt.) 2& Atl. Rep., 441. 

Also against face of deed itself to show all the facts out of 
which 3, resulting trust arises. Seiler v. Mohn, (W. Va.) 
16 8S. E. Rep., 496. 

And to apply written description in contract of sale to cer- 
tain land,though not to describe the land intended to be 
sold. J’eart v. Brice, (Pa. Sup.) 25 Atl. Rep., 537. 


Rule that, where writing shows on its face that it is incom- 
plete, the omitted stipulations may be supplied by — 
does not apply to contracts under statute of frauds. 
Ringer v. Holtzclaw, (Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep., 800. 

Though — of terms of contract for sale of lands is inadmis- 
sible to supply defect of the written memorandum of the 
contract, it is admissible on the assumption that such 
contract was valid verbal contract and not within statute 
of frauds. Nelson v. Shelby Manuf’y § Imp. Co.. (Ala.) 
11 So. Rep., 695. 

EXECUTION. 

In contest between creditors and a wife claiming property levied 
on as the husband’s under — against him, his declarations 
of ownership are inadmissible as ev:dence against the wife, 
Trapwell v. Conklyn, (W. Va.) 16 8. E. Rep., 570. 

Judgment decreeing recovery of testator’s estate and that — be 
levied upon the ‘‘effects” of said estate, it included realty 
as well as personalty. Horton v. Garrison, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
20 S. W. Rep., 773. 

May be levied on a judgment of district court without serving 
copy of — on the clerk of the court. Wheaton et. al. v, 

_ _ Spooner et. al. Reported in this number. - 

Order appointing receiver in supplementary proceedings, where- 
in judgment debtor was not personally served, is void. Say- 
les v. Best, (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp., 951. 49 N. Y. 8. Rep., 460, 

Return in a levy under — reciting that defendant had no goods 
or chattels to satisfy same, court’s refusal to hear testimony 
that defendant had personal property subject to —, and 
enough to satisfy the judgment, is proper. Suton v. Soper, 
(Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 1054. YA Sy 

Where levy on land is released because of subsequent discovery 
that land is not the — debtor’s, and nulla bona is indorsed 
on the writ but same is not returned, it is mere irregularity 
to issue alias — and not sufficient to make levy thereunder 
invalid. Miller v. Hanley, (Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 962. 

FINDINGS.—See Trial. 
FRAUDS, STAT JTE OF. 


In contracts under—, rule that written contracts, incomplete on 
their face, may be remedied by parol evidence, does not ap- 
ply. Ringer v. Holtzclaw, (Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep., 800. 

Memorandum setting out terms of payment under a contract of 
sale as ‘‘one third cash and notes to be executed for the 
balance,” is sufficient to bind vendor, nothing therein show- 
ing the number of notes, interest thereon or date of pay- 
ment. Nelson r. Shelby Manuf’g § Imp. Co., (Ala.) 11 So. 
Rep., 695. 

Parol settlement, by parties to a ten years lease under seal, of 
difficulties regarding the amount of rent due, is of no effect. 
Moritz v Koenig, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 5. 

FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCE. 


A sale with fraudulent intent by vendor, is not void unless ven- 
dee had actual notice and knowledge of such intent. Mere 
knowledge of facts which if investigated would show fraud, 
is insufficient. Stat- v. Mason, (Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep.629. 

Conveyance of homestead, though made with intent to defraud 
creditors, vests title securely in grantee. Wilson v. Taylor, 
(Kan.) 31 Pac. Rep. 697. 

Conveyance to wife, of land purchased by husband from pro- 
ceeds of sale of personal property inherited by wife, but re- 
duced to possession by husband, is a — and such land is 
subject to husband’s debts. Davis’ E’rrs v. Justice et uz. 
Reported in this number. 

Mortgage executed by corporation after its insolvency but in 
fulfillment of an agreement to secure adyances made before 
any expectation of insolvency, is not made ‘ incontempla- 
tion of insolvency,” and is valid. Paulding v. SteelCo., 94 
N. Y. 334, followed. Brower v. Brooklyn Trust Co., (Sup.) 
2.N. Y. Supp., 324. 50N. Y. 8. Rep., 630. 

Mortgaging for a larger amount than actually due mortgagee, 
the excess not being for future advances or the result of mis- 
take, is evidence of fraud as against creditors. Hanson v. 
Bean, (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 871. 

Party through whom — passes and who acts merely to promote 
the — has no legal or equitable irterest in property so con- 
veyed and is not necessary party defendant in action to set 
—aside. Bomar rv. Means, (S. C.) 168. E. Rep., 537. 

Where in action to set aside a conveyance as fraudulent, the 
trial court makes special finding not stating fraud as an ul- 
timate act, the action must fail. Morgan v. Worden, (Ind. 
Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 783. 

Where inference of fraud arises from all the circumstances, the 
question of fraud should be submitted to the jury State v. 
Mason, Supra. 

GARNISHMENT. 


Notes transferred by defendant in attachment, in fraud of 
creditors, may be reached by creditors, by —, though defend- 
ant could not himself recover them. Van Nese v. McLeod, 
(Idaho. ) 31 Pac. Rep., 798. ; 

Where attachment is issued on a judgment and garnishee is 
served but defaults, he cannot, in appellate court, insist 
that the judgment on which complaint is based is ineffect-. 
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ive, because record fails to show that principal debtor was 
served with process. Debbs v. Dalton, (Ind. Sup.) 32 N. E. 
Rep , 570. 

When, in proceedings against non-resident defendant who makes 
no appearance and judgment is rendered against him, gar- 
nishee will not be protected by judgment against himself or 
payment of same even, when he is subsequently sued by 
principal defendant. Louisville, N. A. § C. Ry. Co. v. Lake, 
(Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 590. 

HUSBAND AND WIFE. 


In New York, a husband can maintain an action against his 
wife for a conversion by her of his property. Dykman, J., 
dissenting. Mason v. Mason, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 306. 

Objection that a married woman is sued by her maiden name is 
without merit, she being sufficiently identified thereby. 
Bogart rv. Woodruff, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 618. 

Personalty inherited by wife but reduced to possession by hus- 
band is liable for latter’s debts and his creditors can follow 
proceeds of sale of such property into land purchased there- 
by and standing in wife’s name. Davis’ E’rrs v. Justice et nz, 
Reported in this number. 

Surviving wife’s right to sell community property to pay com- 
munity debts is not lost by her second marrizge. Per Fisher, 
J., dissenting from 19 8S. W. Rep. 856. Auerbach v. Wylie, 
(Tex. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep., 776. 

Though married women cannot make contracts that will bind 
them personally, their separate estate will be liable for 
debts contracted by them on the credit thereof. Shelton v. 
Hadlock, 25 Atl. Rep., 483, 62 Conn. 143. 

Where husband permits wife to carry on business in her own 
name, either as his agent or partner, subsequent separation 
and commencement of divorce proceedings by wife, will not 
terminate husband’s liability for goods bought thereafter 
for such business, vendor dealing on faith of the relation 
and having no knowledge of separation. Snell v. Stone, 
(Or.) 31 Pae. Rep., 663. 

Wife may sue in detinue to recover her separate personal pro- 
perty, and join her husband as plaintiff. Robinson v. Wood- 
ford, (W. Va.) 168. E. Rep , 602. 

INJUNCTION. 


Granting or refusing an — pendente lite is usually within trial 
court’s discretion. Its order will not be reversed unless dis- 
cretion has been abused. In doubtful cases appellate court 
should not exercise its power of review. City of Glorersville 
v. Johnstown G. §& K Horse R Co., (Sup.) 21 N.Y. Supp.,146. 

Will lie to restrain persons from attempting by force, threats or 
menaces to prevent workmen from working on such terms as 
they may agree with any employor. urdock v. Walker, 
(Pa. Sup.) 25 Atl. Rep., 492. 

Also in aid of subsequent attaching creditors, where pro- 
perty of insolvent is about to be sold under execution 
issued on fraudulent judgments. People v. Van Buren, 
(N. Y. App.) 32 N. E. Rep , 775. 49 N. Y. 8S. Rep., 378. 

In such case the issuing of the — before attachment is levied 
does not render the — void. Simply makes: rder grant- 
ing it erroneous. Earl, C. J. and Finck and Peckham, 
J. J. dissenting. Same case 

INSOLVENCY. See Assignment and 
INSTRUCTIONS.—See Trial. 
INTERE .T. 


Upon agreement to pay yearly salary with no understanding 
when same is to be paid, — cannot be recovered until pay- 
ment is demanded. Soule rv. Soule. (Mass.) 32 N. E. Rep.,663. 

JUDGMENT. 

A decision settles the rights of parties to that particular case 
and may be pleaded in estoppel, though supreme court in- 
dicates that important questions, involved in the pleadi: gs, 
which if considered might have altered the adjudication, 
were overlooked. Northwestern Bank v. Hays, (W. Va.) 16 
8. E. Rep., 561; Camden’s Admin’s. vr. Hays, Id. 

Assignment of—in part is invalid as against creditors levying 
thereon unless assignment is receeded, under the statute. 
Wheaton et al v. Spooner, etal. Reported in this num- 


r. 

Denial of motion to set aside a defanit is not res judicata and 
the motion may be renewed, by leave, on good cause Jen- 
sen vr. Barbour, (Mont.) 31 Pac. Rep., 592. 

For costs entered on court’s findings will not be set aside be- 
cause of failure to file a formal decision embracing the find- 
ings, where same have been made part of record. Bullard 
v. Harris, (Sup ) 21 N. Y. Supp,. 9. 

In Nebraska an action may be mainta.ned on a domestic—. Eld- 
ridge v. dultman, Miller § Co., (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 1008. 

Leave to withdraw a motion to set aside a — by default, may be 
granted without notice to adverse party. Jensen v. Barbour, 
Supra. 

May be levied upen under execution without service of a copy 
of the execution upon clerk of the court. Wheaton, et al v. 
Spooner, el al. Reported in this number. 

Rendered against a corporation not named in complaint, is not 
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showed its identity with the one actually named. Haynes 
v. Backman, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 746. 

Tenants in dower and the reversioner are privies in estate, and 
a — by dowress against trespasser is bar to another action 
by reversioner for same cause. Willey v. Laraway, (Vt.) 25 
Atl. Rep., 436 


JURY. 


Objection that one of a petit — was an alien, cannot be raised 
after verdict. Statev. Beeder, (La.) 11 So. Rep., 816. 

Where there were two defenses, one legal and one equitable,and 
plaintiff objected to trial by — without confining objection 
to the equitable issue, it was not error to allow a —, even if 
evidence was offered, and trial proceeded on latter issue 
only. Lindley v. Sullivan, (Ind. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 738. 


LIMITATIONS —Statute of. 


Action to quiet title is not barred in less than 15 years. Brad- 
shaw v. Van Winkle, (Ind. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep., 877. 

After deducting period of the war, (3 y’rs, 10 mos., 14 days), the 
10 years — has not run against a suit brought September 
20, 1869, to enforce judgment dated November 17, 1856. 
Northwestern Bank v. Hays, (W. Va.) 16 8. E. Rep., 671; 
Camden’s Adm’r v. Hays, Id. 

Five years —is not applicable to actions to enforce mortgage 
liens. Duke v. State, (Ark.) 20S. W. Rep., 600. 


MASTER AND SERVANT. 


Carrier is not liable punitively for willful tort of servant, in 
the absence of authorization, ratification or misconduct in 
the employment or retention of servant. Donovan v. Man- 
hattan Ry. Co., (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 457. 49 N. 
Y. S. Rep., 722. 

In such case punitive damages will not be allowed where 
evidence authorizes the inference that servant acted 
from innocent motive. Same case. 

And mere retention of servant after willful assault, 
without proof of master’s knowledge of its tortious 
quality, will not authorize inference of ratification. 
Same case. 

Evidence that defendant’s foreman was informed of defects 
whereby plaintiff was injured, will take case to the jury on 
question as to whether defendant was given notice of the 
defects. Williams v. New York. L E. §& W. R. Co., (Super. 
Buff.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 259. 49 N. Y. 8S. Rep., 568. 

Master’s knowledge of defects in machinery does not make him 
liable for servant’s injuries therefrom, unless he had reason- 
able time after such knowledge, to remedy same. Seaboard 
Manuf’g Co. v. Woodson, (Ala.) 11 So. Rep., 733. 

Master not liable to an emplyee who was oiling machinery, for 
injuries caused by the engineer, a co-employee, setting the 
machinery in motion. Henshaw v. Pond’s Extract Co., (Sup.) 
21 N. Y. Supp. 177. 50 N. Y. S. Rep., 263 
But he would be liable where he directs engineer to break 

in a new man to run the engine, and the latter, while 

running it under the engineer’s supervision makes a 

mistake, causing injury to a third employee. Moylan 

v. Davids, (City Ct. BkIn.) 21 N. Y. Supp., 249. 

Mere fact of collision does not establish presumption of negli- 
gence of railway company in favor of employees. Such pre- 
sumption exists only in favor of passengers. Smith v. Mis- 
sourt Pac. Ry. Co., (Mo. Sup.) 20 S. W. Rep., 896. 

MORTGAGE. 

Deed absolute in form but given to secure a subsisting debt, is 
a—. Lapowski v. Smith. (Tex. Civ. App.) 208. W. Rep. 956. 

Deed of trust, defectively acknowledged, is valid between im- 
mediate parties and those with actual notice. Hanna v. 
Davis, (Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep. 686. 

Given cashier of bank, securing loan by bank, may be enforced 
by latter without assignment or endorsement. Cashier 
alone cannot maintain suit to foreclosure same. Moore v. 
Pope, (Ala.) 11 So. Rep. 840. 

Mortgagee, in good faith and for adequate consideration, may 
acquire equity of redemption. Wileon v. Vanstone. (Mo. 
Sup.) 20S. W. Rep. 683. 

Mortgagee’s knowledge of existence of bonds subsequently is- 
sued by mortgagor does not charge knowledge of a — made 
to secure them. Johnson v. Validy Marble Co, (Vt.) 25 Atl. 
Rep. 441. 

Sale under deed of trust will not be set aside on sole groud that 
price paid was only half the property’s value. Maloney v. 
Webb, «Mo. Sup.) 20 S. W. Rep. 683. 

Nor because debtor was ill at time of sale and soon after- 
wards died. Bowlesr Brauer, (Va.) 168. E. Rep. 356. 

Where — bond is discharged by surrender of the property to 
mortgagee, latter must account to mortgagor’s creditors, for 
rents and profits during his occupancy before foreclosure. 
Lockard v. Hendrickson, (\. J. Ch.) 25 Atl. Rep. 512. 

FORECLOSURE.—In — suit interest not being pc aera allow- 
ance for payment not pleaded in the answer and not shown 
to have been made on account of the principal, cannot be 
made. O'Callaghan v. Barrett, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 368. 50 
N. Y. 8. Rep., 166. 





irregular where it appeared and filed answer which, if true, 


Suit of — of mortgage securing two or more notes, may be 
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brought upon default in payment of one first due. 

Vieno v Gibson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 208. W. Rep., 717. 

Purchasers at — sale, in such cases, take land free of 
any lien for notes not foreclosed on. Same case. 

In such cases, the holder of the notes may foreclose on 
both in one action, or on one alone and still have 
right of action on the other for its amount. Same 
case. 

CHATTEL—Is good against mortgagor’s other creditors whose 
claims accrued before same was executed, though the — 
by mistake was not filled in proper office. Littauer v. 
Houch, (Mich.) 52 N. W. Rep., 464, followed. First Nat. 
Bank v. Guntermann, (Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 919. 

Fact that mortgagor’s unsecured creditors have attached and 
sold mortgaged personalty, does not prevent appointment 
of receiver on mortgagee s application. Cooper v. Berney 
Nat. Bank, ( Ala.) 11 So. Rep., 760. 

Failure to file — cannot be availed of by mere creditors at large, 
they not being ‘creditors of the mortgagor,” within Rev. 
St. (8th Ed.) p. 2608, providing a — not accompanied by im- 
mediate delivery shall be absolutely void against such 
creditors unless filed. Bullard r. Kenyon, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. 
Supp. 32. 

Unrecorded — is valid against subsequent recorded — if junior 
mortgagee had notice of prior—. Neerman v. Caldwell, 
(Kan.) 31 Pac. Rep., 608. 

NEGLIGENCE. 


Age when infant’s responsibility for — is presumed to commence 
is question of law. Schmidt v. Cook, (City Ct. N. Y.) 20 N. 
Y. Supp. 889. 49 N. Y. S. Rep., 213. 

Complaint to recover damages to property arising from — is 
sufficient without alleging specific acts of —, if it charges 
that the act causing the injury was carelessly and negli- 
gently done. Ohio § M. Ry. Co. v. Craycroft, (Ind. App.) 
32 N. E. Rep., 297. 

Defendant liable for damages for a fire set from its burning sta- 
tion which was ignited by sparks from its locomotive. Sim- 
monds y. Railroad Co, 52, Conn. 264, followed, Mar’in v. 
New York § N. E. R. Co. Co. (Conn.) 25 Atl. Rep., 239. 

Master failing to provide safe appliances is not relieved from 
liability for injury to a servant, because the — of a fellow 
servant was a concurring cause. Pullman’s Palace Car Co, 
v. Laack, (Ill. Sup.) 32 N. E. Rep. 285. 

Question of contributery — in an infant is to be determined as 
in case of adults except that former is held to a less degree 
of care. Reed v. City of Madison, (Wis.) 53 N. W. Rep., 547. 

Railroad company, without license, allowing water to flow 
from its tank upon a sidewalk where it freezes, is liable for 
injury to persons falling thereon. Mc(oldrich v. New York 
Cent. § H. R. R. Co, (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp. 914. 49 N. Y. 8S. 
Rep., 566. 

Where driver of car, after discovery, has ample time to avert an 
accident, injured person’s — will not prevent recovery. 
Huerzeler v. Central Cross Town R. Co, (Com, Pl.) 20 N. Y. 
Supp. 676." 

NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


Burden of proof is on defendant pleading no consideration in 
action on a draft, execution of which is admitted. McKen- 
zie v. Oreyon Imp. Co, (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 748. 

Fact that — sued on are not due is matter in abatment. If this 
cannot be shown except by facts involving reformation of 
the—sued on,the answer must contain prayer therefor. Scott 
v. Norris, 32 N. E. Rep., 332, 4 Ind. App. ; explained. Noirrs 
v. Scott, (Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 865. 

In action on note providing for attorney’s fees but not stating 
any amount, value of attorney’s services, though not 
averred, may be proved. Recovery can be had only for 
amount claimed. Lindley v. Sullivan (Ind. Sup.) 32 N. E. 
Rep., 738. 

Note signed thus ‘‘ D. M. Co., J. K. President,” binds the latter 
individually. Parol evidence is inadmissible to show that 
company alone was promisor and that payee knew this when 
note was given. Matthews, et al. v. Dubuque Mattress Uo., 
et. al., (la.) Reported in this number. 

Note voluntarilly given in renewal of another note procured by 
fraud, has valid consideration, where the renewal com- 
promised litigation. Fraud in first iustance is no defense 
unless compromise is rescinded. Clough r. Holden, (Mo 
Sup.) 20S. W. Rep., 695. 

Notes payable to order in a bank within the State are —. In 
suit thereon against maker, by innocent indorsee for value 
and before maturity, want of consideration is no defense. 
Potter v. Sheets, (Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 811. 

That the name of payee of a note was left blank, is no defense 
between maker and innocent third parties. First Nat. 
Bank v. Johnston, (A a.) 11 So. Rep. 690. 

Where — are transferred to secure pre-existing debt, in consid- 
eration of extensions, transferee is bona fide holder for value. 
First Nat. Bank v. Johnston, Supra. 

The same rule applies where other—are afterwards substi- 
tuted for such —.- In both cases pledgee takes same 
free from equities between original parties. Same case. 





et A oncastentonsiibs i 
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NEW TRIAL. 

MOTION FOR—Filed at term subsequent to trial term, no ex- 
tension for filing having then been obtained, cannot be cop. 
sidered, and may be stricken from the files. Clark v. Perry 
28 Pac. Rep., 322 followed. Robert E. Lee, Silver Min. Co. 
vr, Enaglebach, (Col. Sup.) 31 Pac. Rep., 771. 

On ground of ‘“‘newly discovered evide ce” should not be 
granted when no reason is shown why such evidence 
could not be obtained at the trial. Briggs rv. Rush, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 20 8. W. Rep., 771. 

Statement of facts need not be prepared for use on hearing 
of—. May be settled in aleunee of notice of appeal, 
Littlejohn v, Miller, (Wash.) 31 Pac. Rep., 758. 

Where no exception is taken during trial, or to court’s 
order directing verdict, a — on the minutes under Code 
Civil Proc. § 999, should be denied. Smith vr. Simmons, 
(Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 47. 49 N. ¥. 8 Rep., 302, 

PARTNERSHIP. 

Assignment of a judgment in favor of a — by one of its members 
in its name, passes good title. Allen vr. Clark, (Sup.) 21 N. 
Y. Supp. 338. 49 N. Y. S. Rep.. 175. 

Declarations by a person that he and W. are partners are not 
admissible against W. to establish fact of —, if made in his 
absence. Salinas City Bank v, DeWitt, (Cal.) 31 Pac. Rep., 
744. 

Debts of — are regarded in equity asx both joint and several, 
Edison Electric Illuminating Co., et al. v. De Mott. Repotred 
in this number. 

In suit between partners for a settlement, it is error to render 
final decree against one partner for a definite sum, it ap- 
pearing that there are — debts unpaid. Hyre v. Lambert, 
(W. Va.) 16S. E. Rep. 446. 

Judgment by default entered on complaint alleging defendants 
to be partners may be put in evidence by a stranger in an- 
other suit to prove the —. Millard rv. Adams, (City Ct. 
BkI’n.) 21 NY. Supp. 424. 50 N. Y. S. Rep., 561. 

Partner cannot by making advances to the — or otherwise, en- 
title himself to a lien on — assets or on his partners interest 
in the —, except in subordination of — creditors. Edsson 
Electric Illuminating Co., et al. v. De Mott. Reported in 
this number. 

Partner who is disclosed by his fellow partner to third person 
in order to secure credit, cannot afterwards claim to be dor- 
mant as to such person so as to relieve him from necessity 
of giving notice upon retiring. Milmo Nat. Bank r. Carter, 
(Tex. Civ. App ) 20 8. W. Rep., 836. 

Surviving members of a — have legal title to firm property and 
right to dispose of its assets only for the purpose of closing 
the business, not for continuing it. Dawson v. Parsons, 
(Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 212. 

PAYMENT. 

Date of receint given for — of money is prima facie evidence 
that — was made and receipt executed on that day But 
this may be disproved aliunde. Erickson r. Brookings Coun- 
ty, (S. D.) 53 N. W. Rep., 857. 

Debtor may pay his debt, but cannot purchase it, so as to pre- 
serve ‘t as a living chose in action against himself. Edison 
Electric Illuminating Co., et al. v. De Mott. Reported in 
this number. 

Di-ection by maker of notes, to his agent, who holds same as 
agent also of payee, to apply money in his (agent’s) hands 
to payment of the notes, does not, of itself constitute an ap- 


plication of the money. Moore v. Norman, (Minn.) 53 N. W. 
Re 


Holder of two notes of one maker, one of which is secured by 
mortgage and who receives further security with express 
agreement that proceeds thereof may be applied to either 
note, may apply same to the unsecured note apd second 


mortgagee cannot -bject. 
Fed. Rep., 41. 

Will be presumed of a note over 20 years old where no attempt 
to collect or litigate it has been made in th t time. Wil- 
liams v. Mitchell, (Mo. Sup ) 20 S. W. Rep , 647. 

PLEADING. 

Allegation of notice to vendor of condition of property, may be 
sustained by proof of notice to authorized age t, though 
ed is not pleaded. Marshall v. Gilman (Minn.) 53 N. 

. Rep., 811. 
a that a contract was made in 1879 may be supported 
y proof that it was made in 1877, contract being verbal 
and date not material. Hudson v Hudson, (Ga.) 16 8. E. 
Rep., 349. 

Allegation that defendant made false representations upon which 
goods were sold. warrants introduction of evidence as to 
such representations made to plaintiffs agent. Wolf v. 
Lachman, (Tex. Viv. App.) 208. W. Rep., 867. 

Allegation that respondents are owners of land in dispute b 
virtue of acertain conveyance is a statement of fact. O'Keefe 
v. Cannon, (Cir. Ct.) 52 Fed. Rep., 898. 

Amended original petition not stating dismissal of suit as to cer- 
tain partnerships made defendants in original petition, same 
will be retained as parties defendant. Frank v. Tatum, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 20 8S. W. Rep., 869. 


Case vr. Fant, (Cir. Ct. App.) 53 





Answer being merely a general denial, defendant, in an action 
by indersee against maker of a check given for valuable con- 


sideration, cannot prove recision of contract or accord and | 


satisfaction. Cv»apin v. Pratt, (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp. 962. 

Complaint against private corporation is fatally defective with- 
out uneqnivoca) allegation that defendant is a corporation. 
The words “a corporation” added to defendant's name in 
the caption are insufficient. Miller v. Pine Min. 
(Idaho.) 31 Pac. Rep., 803. 

Defendant going to trial on affirmative pleas without demand- 
ing a reply is deemed to waive same. Cause will be con- 
sidered as if pleas had been met by a general denial. Young 
v. Gentis, (Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 796. 

Demurrer is abandoned by answering after it is overruled. 
West v. Me Mullen, (Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep.. 62% 

Demurrer of co-defendant on ground tht, as to him, complaint 
does not state cause of action, should be overruled as 
frivolous. Middlebrook v. Traris (Sup ) 21 N. Y. Supp. 39%. 

Denial of indebtedness, without denial of the facts alleged in 
complaint consti'uting such indebtedness, is a conclusion 
of law and raises no issue. Seanholm v. Reeser, (Idaho.) 31 
Pac. Rep., 804. 

In action on promise of employment, plaintiff need not file as 
exhibit, a release of a claim for injuries which was the con- 
sideration of the promise. Pennsylrania Co. v. Dolan, (Ind. 
App ) 32 N. E. Rep., x02. 

Proof of agreement to assig» contract for sale of land, is insnf- 
ficient to sustain allegation of a sale of the land. Ringer v. 
Holtzclaw, (Mo. Sup.) 20 8. W. Rep., 3800. 


PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. 


Evidence tending only to prove allegations contained in disal- 
lowed amendments to pleadings is properly refused. Byrd 
v. Campbell Printing Prem § Manuf’g. Co., (G+.) 16 8. E. 
Rep., 267. 

Exceptions which are dependent on te construction to be given 
court's findings, and are not to the findings themselves, a e 
impertinent. Alerandra v. Mach +n, 13 Sup. Ct. Rep. 211. 

Husband and wife being jointly sued for commissions on a sale 
of wife's property, 


Co., 


joint promise, Codd v. Seitz, (Mich ) 53 N. W. Rep., 1057. 


Judgment will not be reversed because court denied motion to 
strike out parts of complaint. 
Sup.) 32 N. E Rep., 300. 

Objections to sufficiency of defenses in an answer, should be 


Petyee -v. Brotherton, (Ind. 


raised by demurrer not by motion to strike out. Jngersoll 
v. Dizon, (Sup.) 20 N. Y. Supp. 810. 49 N. Y. S. Rep., 372. 

Refusing motion by administrator, de bonis non for permission 
to prosecute action began by legatees for conversion of es- 
tate’s assets, is not abuse of discretion. Barlow v. Nelson, 
(Mass.) 32 N. E. Rep., 359. 

Ruling of trial judge refusing motion to set aside non suit, will 
not be reversed on appeal, no injury to plaintiff being 
shown. Briggs v. Rush, (Tex. Civ. App.) 20 8. W. Rep., 771. 

Trial by consent, of issues not made by pleadings, binds the 
parties to the result as though the issues were within the 
pleadings. Frickson rv. Fisher, (Minn.) 53 VN. W. Rep, 638. 

Trial court has discretion to d smiss an action without preju- 
dice, after sustaining demurrer to evidence and overruling 
motion for new trial. Ashmead vr. Ashmead, 23 Kan. 262, 
followed. National Hotel Co. v. Crane Bros. Manuf g Co., 
(Kan.) 31 Pac, Rep., 682. 

Uncertainty in allegations of answer, and no motion to make 
more definite being made, may be cured by evidence and 
findings and is not ground forre:ersal on appeal. Raymond 
v. Wimsette, (Mont.) 31 Pac. Rep., 537. 

Where it was stipulated that ‘‘the judgment or verdict found 
by the jury should be for the full sam of $2,50), or noth- 
ing,” defendants cannot afterwards claims that judgment 
against them for that amount is excessive. Mahoney v. Mar- 
shall, (Idaho.) 31 Pac. Rep., 809. 

When plaintiff asks for an instruction which is refused and then 
takes a non suit with leave to set same aside which is done, 
tis reinstates case for trial. West v. McMullen, (Mo. Sup ) 
20 8S. W. Rep., 628. 

PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 


Commer ial traveller employed to sell goods, take orders, collect 
accouuts aud receive money and checks payable to p inci- 
pal, has no authority to endorse principal’s name on such 
checks. Banks paying checks on such indorsement are re- 
sponsible to principal. Jackson v. National Bank, (Tenn.) 
20 8. W. Rep., 802. 

General manager of corporation, authorized to employ a certain 
person to do certain work which fact, such person knows 
before making a contract, is not personally liable for the 
service rendered. Imhoff v. House,(Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 1032. 

Verbal contract of warranty by agent different in terms trom a 
written one, which latter, defendant knew was the only one 
the agent was authorized to make, will not bind principal. 
Machine Co. v. Crow, (la.) 30 N. W. Rep., 609 followed. 

aaa § Co. v. York, (Tex. Civ. App.) 20S, W. Rep., 
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court may permit discontinuance of 
action as to husband after holding there was no evidence of 
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When a commercial agency is created with no limitation on 
agent’s authority, it is presumed he has authority to act in 
accordance with the usage of the trade. Cawthborn v. Luck, 
(Ala.) 11 So. Rep., 731. 

Where goods are sold by agent in his own name, principal at 
any time before payment, may interpose and forbid same to 


be made to agent. - Wilson v. Groellel (Wis.) 53 N. W. Rep., 
900. 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 


Co-maker of note who is merely a surety as again-t other maker, 
has no right to restrain collection of note if latter is respon- 
sible. His remedy is to pay the debt and sue principal for 
reimbursement. Stein v. Benedict, (Wis.) 53 N. W. Rep., 891. 

Surety is not discharged by extension of time to principal with- 
out former’s consent, unless agreement for extension is sup- 
ported by a legal and valuable consideration. Howle v. 
Edwards, (Ala.) 11 Se. Rep., 748. 

PROCEDURE.—See Practice. 
RELEASE AND DISCHARGE. 


Paro] promise to re-employ him is sufficient consideration for a 
release by employee of a claim for personal injuries.. Penn- 
sylvanit Co v. Do'an, (Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 82. 

Release of one joint maker of a note, releases the other also. 
Vuslin’s Ex'rs v. Hiett, (W. Va.) 168. E. Rep., 437. 

REPLEVIN. 


Bond given by defendant in claim and delivery, conditioned to 
return the property on court’s order, and pay “any damages 
awarded against him,” does not include costs. Rhodes v. 
Burke, 288. C. distingushed. Bauch v. Bolten, (S. C.) 165. 
E. Rep., 370. 

In —,verdict against constable who seized property on attacb- 
ment, is proper, plaintiff showing he had an unpaid valid 
chattel mortgage on same under which he had taken pos- 
session. Hakanson r. Brodke, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep. 1fi133. 

Mere fact that — bond is good statutory bond, enforcible sum- 
marily under the statute, does not render same incapable 
of enforcement by suit as common law obligation. Bullock 
v. Fraweek, (Tex. : iv. App.) 208. W. Rep., 724. 

Plaintiff and sureties on bond are bound by the valuation put on 
property in the writ and bon |, in absence of evidence that 
plaintiff in making valuation was misled as to actual value 
and condition of property. 48 Fed. Rep., 652 affirmed. 
Cyclone Steam Snowplow Co. v. Vulcan Iron Works, (Cir. Ct. 
App.) 52 Fed. Rep., 920. 

SALE. 

Fact that purchaser of stock under warranty as to value, accepts 
it and remains in company’s employ several months attempt- 
ing to make same valuable, does not defeat recovery on the 
warranty. Maxted v. Fowler, (Mich.) 53 N. W. Rep., 921. 

Goods ordered before but not delivered until after purchaser’s 
statement of condition, can be reclaimed and — resinded 
after discovery of fraud in statement. Bliss rv. Sickles, 
(Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 273. 50 N.Y. S. Rep. 139. 

Insolvent purchaser making fraudulent representations as to his 
condition, whereby he secures goods, gives seller the right 
to rescind — and reclaim goods upon discovery of the fraud. 
Work v. Jacobs, (Neb.) 53 N. W. Rep., 993. 

Procured by fraud passes no title to persons taking property 
from fraudulent vendee as security for pre-existing debt, as 
they are not parchasers for value. Wolf v. Lichman, (Tex. 
Civ. App., 20 S. W. Rep., 867. 

Seller on installments, with title reserved until full payment, has 
such interest as will entitle him to possession as against pur- 
chaser’s landlord in distress for rent. Tufts vr. Stone, (Miss ) 
11 So. Rep., 792. 

Where purchaser has stated time in which to determine if prop- 
erty is satisfactory, and within the time returns same, seller 
making no objection, the purchase money can be recovered. 
Maurer v. Wolff. (Sup.) 2U.N. Y. Supp. 202. 

TESTIMOY.—See Evidence and Witnesses. 
TRIAL. 

Court may question witnesses with view to elicit the truth, but 
should not comment thereon whereby jury might be in- 
fluenced either way. Hudson v. Hudson, (Ga.) 168. R. Rep., 
349. 

Court should not make prejudicial remarks as to materiality of 
evidence offered. Haug v. Haugan, (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 
874. 

Defendant admitting plaintiff's claim but setting up affirmative 
defense, is entitled to open and close. Lindley v. Sullivan, 
(Ind, Sup.) 32 N. E. rep., 738. 

It is discretiunary with—court to strike out improperly ad- 
mitted testimony of so-called expert whose competency was 
insufficiently objected to. Flynn v. Manhattan Ry. Co., 
(Com. Pl.) 20 N. Y. Supp. 652. 

Number of witnesses each party may examine as to questions, 
of opinion, may be limited by the court. Carpenter v. Knapp, 
(Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 297. 

Objection to question should be made before answer. There- 
after, only remedy is motion to strike out. Link v. Sheldon, 
(N. Y. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 696. 








Quoting body of complaint by — court, in stating issues to jury, 
is not commendable, but is no ground for reversal. Ohio § 
M. Ry. Co. v. Smith, (Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 809. 

Rule as to ‘‘doubt” applicable to criminal cases cannot be in- 
voked in civil controversies. Brown v. Walker, (Miss.) 11 
So Rep., 724. 

Testimony admitted after being once excluded, cures any error 
in the rejecting. McKenzie v. Oregon Imp. Co., (Wash.) 31 
Pac. Rep., 748. 

INSTRUCTIONS—Not pertinent to any issue raised in contest 
of will, are properly refused. Brown v. Walker, Supra. 

Also requst to charge, correct in part, but as a whole con- 
taining exceptionable matter. Charter v. Lane, 25 Atl. 
Rep., 464, 62 Conn. 121. 

Also requested charge when the legal rule embodied therein 
is properly stated in general charge. Union Pac. Ry. 
Co. v. Jarvi, (Cir. Ct. App.) 53 Fed. Rep., 65; Farmer v. 
Phelps, (Colo. Sup.) 31 Pac. Rep., 768. 

Objection to certain language used by court in instructing 
jury, urged on motion for new trial, is not equivalent to 
exception taken at the trial, and presents nothing for re- 
view. Lewis v. United States, 13 Sup. Ct. Rep., 136. 

Record not showing that exception was taken to — given, 
they cannot be reviewed on appeal. Ehrisman v. Scott, 
(Ind. App.) 32 N. E. Rep., 867. 

Which assume as proved, facts upon which evidence is con- 
flicting, are erroneous. Beall r. Bullock, (Miss.) 11 So, 

ep., 720. 

VERDICT Federal court may direct — whenever the evi- 
dence would compel the setting aside of a—rendered the 
other way. Monroe v. British & Foreign Marine Ins. Co. 
(Cir. Ct. App.) 52 Fed. Rep., 777 Same v. Union Marine 
Ins. Co., Id. 

Should not be directed where evidence 
every material point. 
Rep., 791. 

Will not be disturbed where instructions as a whole are cor- 
rect, though a portion thereof, considered alone, seem 
objectionable. Cleveland v. Miller, (Mich.) 53 N. W 
Rep., 961. 

VENDOR AND PURCHASER. 

In a conveyance given in absolute discharge of pre-existing 
debt, or an adequate portion thereof, grantee is a purchaser 
for value and can hold against a prior unrecorded deed of 
which he had no notice. State Bank v. Frame, (Mo. Sup.) 
20 S. W. Rep., 620. 

Indorsement on land office certificate stating that holder has 
sold ‘‘the within described land,” to another, is an agree- 
ment to convey, not a conveyance. Sayward vr Gardner, 
(Wash.) 31 Pac Rep., 761. 

In sale of acre property. parties being under mutual mistake as 
to quantity conveyed, equity will grant purchaser propro- 
tionate abatement. France-Texas Land Co. r Simpson, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 20 S. W. Rep., 953. 

One negotiating purchase of land represented to be of a certain 
width who afterwards accepts conveyance describing prop- 
erty of less width cannot be deemed to have purchased rely- 
ing upon former representation. Marshall rv. Gilman, 
(Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep.. 811. 

The doctrine of a s endor’s lien arising by implication, exists in 
Iowa. Fisher v. Shropsh re, 13 Sup. Ct. Rep., 201. 

Where contract for sale of land is so defective as not to bind 
vendors who, however, are ready to fulfill same, vendee may 
be compelled by action to elect to perform or abandon. 
Hunt v. Thwing, (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 870. 

VERDICT.—See Trial. 
WITNESS. 

Cannot be impeached by evidence of statements made out of 
court contradictory to testimony, unless — attention is 
called distinctly to the time, place, persons present and 
statements claimed to have been made. Bonnelli r. Bowen, 
(Miss.) 11 So. Rep., 791. 

Conversations between parties to a mortgage, in the hearing of 
the attorney drafting it, not embracing communications 
made to him professionally or to obtain legal advice, are not 
privileged within meaning of Gen. St. 1878, C. 73, § 10. 
Hanson v. Bean, (Minn.) 53 N. W. Rep., 871. 

Memory of — may be r-freshed by reading extracts of evidence 

iven by him on a previous trial and asking him if, having 
ard such passages read, he did not recollect the faets as he 

had formerly testified. Ehrisman v. Scott, (Ind. App.) 32 N. 

E. Rep., 367. 

Physician obtaining his knowledge of a case by prescribing for 
the plaintitf, if called by the defendant, cannot be allowed, 
under Code Civil Proc. § 1881, to testify. Fre-l v. Market 
St. Cable Ru. Co., (Cal.)31 Pac. Rep., 730. 

Question as to the ignorance, confusion or ability of a—to make 
an intelligent statenent of facts, is for the jury. Louisville 
N. R. Co. v. Hurst’s ddm’r, (Ky.) 20 3. W. Rep., 817. 

Request by testator to an attorney to draw his will and sign it 
as —, waives obligation of secrecy imposed on attorneys 
Code Civil Proc. § 835 and 836. Will of Coleman 111 N. Y. 
220, followed. In re Gagon’s Will, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 350. 


is conflicting on 
Scott v. Bonner, (Miss.) 11 So. 
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Testimony inculpating the — is not objectionable from that fact 
alone. No one but he can object on that — Brown rv. 
State. (Tex. Cr. App.) 208. W. Rep., 924. 

Where a — of plaintiff is a Knight of Labor, evidence as to 
whether plaintiff belonged to that order is inadmissible to 
show bias of—. Constable v. Lefever, (Sup.) 21 N. Y. Supp. 
38. 49 N. Y. 8S. Rep., 294. 

WRITS.—See separate titles. 








The case of the Merchants National bank against Peet & Good- 
win recently decided by Judge Pritchard in the superior court of 
Tacoma, Wash., is of some interest. The case was brought to 
secure a judgment on notes, given by the law firm of Peet & Good- 
win to the dank, but signed only by Peet. Goodwin died after the 
notes were due, and Peet refused to pay the entire amount, and 
asked that judgment be given against the estate of Goodwin. The 
points decided by Judge Pritchard were three. First, that a prom- 
issory note executed by one member of a partnership, formed for 
the purpose of practising law, is not binding unless authorized b 
the other member or members of the firm. Second, that where suc 
firm is engaged in a loaning business in addition to practising law, 
and has issued three or four notes in the firm name previous to any 
notes in question, and where other cases exist, authorizing a pre- 
sumption that authority was given, that court will so hold and find 
in the cases in question. Third, that a stockholder in a corporation 
cannot render himself competent to testify as a witness where the 
adverse party is the administrator of a deceased person, by a trans- 
fer of his stock immediately preceeding the trial, for the mere pur- 
pose of rendering himself a competent witness, and where he expects 
the stock to be re-conveyed to him after the trial. The last point 
decided appears to be of special interest to the legal fraternity for 
the reason that the decision is contrary to the almost universal cur- 
rent of decisions in other States. In the opinion of Judge Pritchard 
it is contrary to sound reason and would tend to prevent justice, 
rather than to promote it, to allow a witness, otherwise incompe- 
tent, to render himself competent to testify by a mere colorable 
transfer of his stock in a corporation, where bis interest in the case 
evidently remains the same as it was before, and holds that in this 
new State of Washington a new departure ought to be taken in 
this regard. 


A test case of great importance to outside insurance companies 
doing business in Missouri, has been made at St. Louis. Upon request 
of State Insurance Commissioner Ellerbee, a warrant was issued for 
the arrest of Percy Stone, on a charge of attempting to do an insur- 
ance business in violation of the insurance laws. 

Mr. Stone represents the “Guarantee and Accidents Lloyds,” 
which does business as an association of individuals for the purpose 
of avoiding the requirements of the insurance laws. In each policy 
issued it is stated that the members ‘‘bind themselves severally and 
not jointly to the performance of all the conditions contained in the 
policy.” Some fifty names are attached as the several members of 
the concern, among which appears those of Dan 8. Lamont, secretary 
of war; John Claflin, president of H. B. Claflin & Bros.; C. C. Clark, 
president of the New York Central railroad; F. R. Coudert of New 
York; ex- Mayor W. R. Grace of New York; Charles U. Fairchild, 
president of the New York Security and Trust company; R. Chese- 
borough of ‘*Vaseline” fame and others equally prominent 

The insurance laws of Missouri distinctly specify that no asso- 
ciation of individuals shall attempt to conduct an insurance busi- 
ness before they have complied with the requirements of the law. 
In inost of the other States the law stops when it specifies that no 
corporation shall engage in such business, and it is in order to avoid 
the requirements of this law that the scheme of the association was 
founded, it is claimed. 

The cause will be so made as to test the case to the fullest extent. 
One ground that the association will take, it is said, is that the 
Missouri law is unconstitutional, as attempting to regulate the 
private business affairs of individuals in direct opposition to the 
fundamental principles of liberty as laid down in the constitution 
of the United States. 





The relations of husband and wife ip matters of business are 
not yet entirely cleared up in spite of the amount of recent legisla- 
tion on the subject. Judge Bischoff, of the court of common pleas 
of New York city, recently held that under the laws that formerly 
existed, the conveyance of a piece of real estate by the wife to the 
husband was invalid, and did not pass the title of the property even 
although there was long occupancy by the husband jointly with the 
wife of the property after the deed was made. In a case under more 
recent laws, the general term of the supreme court of New York 
in the Fifth Department has just decided that a man whose wife 
started a restaurant, taking the license in her own name although 
the whole family occupied the house, could not on an assignment 
give a preference ‘to his wife for his own board in the house, includ- 
ing the services of his wife. The court holds that even since the 
married woman’s act, the wife still owes to her husband the services 
rendered in a domestic capacity to him and his children and that 
even though she carried on a separate business, it did not change the 





relation, and that he incurrred no indebtedness for his board which 
could be preferred to the claims of creditors. 











BAR ASSOCIATIONS. 





COLORADO. 
At the regular meeting of the Denver Bar 


Association, held on the evening of the 7th of 


Jast month, ‘‘ Legal Ethics” was the ques- 
tion discussed. Ezra Keeler spoke of the re- 
lations that should exist between the bar and 
thé bench. C. P. Butler criticised the adver- 
tising methods pursued by attorneys solicit- 
ing divorce cases guaranteeing ‘‘secrecy and 
dispatch” as unprofessional Judge Decker 
thought the man who advertised advice as 
free should be shunned. He also severely 
criticised some of the methods used in getting 
divorces. The question was generally dis- 
cussed by a large number present W. W. 
Whitted and H. F. Jolly were elected mem- 
bers. The names of C. A. Hinckley, Jacob 
Filius and J. W. Mullahey were presented 
for the first time and referred to the commit- 
tee on membership. 


GEORGIA. 

The State Bar Association will meet in 
Rome on the first Wednesday in July. 

The matter of location for the next meeting 
was referred to a committee consisting of 
Captain C. N. Featherson, and Messrs. Nat. 
Harris, Harper Hamilton, I. E. Shumate, J. 
M. Neel, Jno. W. Akin, of Cartersville, and 
Z. D. Harrison of Atlanta. This committee 
has selected the city and time as above. 

The Georgia bar association is one of the 
most notable bodies of the State. There are 
three or four hundred members and the usual 
attendance is one hundred and fifty or two 
hundred, including many of the most dis- 
tinguished lawyers in the State. The pro- 
ceedings are always interesting and the sub- 
jects discussed are usually of considerable 
importance. Besides a number of papers to 
be read by the members of the association, 
symposiums of ten minutes’ speeches have 
been arranged on three important subjects, 
namely, ‘“‘ Keform in Kemedial Proceedings,” 
“How Judges should be Chosen, and Why,” 
and “Women Lawyers at the Georgia Bar.” 

Major C. H. Smith, of Cartersville, will 
read a paper on “‘ Reminiscenes of Georgia 
Lawyers.” Mr. Justice Shiras, of the United 
States supreme court, has been invited to de- 
liver the annual address before the associa- 
tion and it is hoped that he will except. 
Among other subjects to be considered is the 
revision of the code. 


IDAHO. 

A Bar Association was recently organized 
in Boise City with the following named 
officers: Hon. John Ainslie, president; Jonas 
W. Brown, vice-president ; and Hugh McEl- 
roy, secretary and treasurer. 

All reputable Idaho lawyers are eligible to 
membership. On the 2ist of last month the 
a indulged in a banquet, to which 
only lawyers, including the Supreme, Feder- 
al and District Judges were invited. 


IOWA. 


The report of the proceedings of the last 
meeting of the Pioneer Law-Maker’s Associa- 
tion Iowa, was recently published in pamph- 
let form, 171 pages The meeting was held 
in Des Moines a year ago last February. The 
president, Edward Johnstone, and the secre- 
tary, A. R. Fulton, were both removed by 
death, and the work of editing the proceed- 
ings devolved upon Mr. Charles Aldrich, one 
of the assistant secretaries, who has done his 
Work, as could be expect d, ina very able 
manner, Portraits of both Johnstone and 
Fulton are published in the volume. The 
long list of able addresses delivered at the 
meeting are published in full, together with 
other valuable historical matter. The present 
is the second volume of proceedings of this 
association, and an effort will be made to 

ve the two volumes bound in cloth. 


KANSAS. 


The leading members of the Wyandotte 
county bar in fultillment of the preparatory 
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steps reported last month, have organized a 
new bar association. Many good results are 
expected from the organization, which is 
composed of many influential lawyers, who 
rank with the leaders of the profession in the 
State. They will certainly maintain the 
dignity of the profession in Wyandotte coun- 
ty and certain qualifications will be necessary 
to secure admission. It starts in with a 
membership of forty. Resolutions and by- 
laws were adopted and the following officers 
were elected : 

President, C. F. Hutchings; Secretary, 
James F, Getty ; Treasurer, James D. Gibson; 
Executive Committee, J. B. Scroggs, J. O. 
Fife, E. J. Wall, A. L. Berger, and J. W. 
Jenkins. 

MARYLAND. 

The Baltimore Bar Association held its 
regular monthly meeting on the 4th of April. 
President Joseph Packard in the chair, Con- 
way W. Sams, secretary. On motion of Mr. 
Wm. Reynolds, a committee, consisting of 
Mr. Reynolds, J. I. Cohen and J. 8. T. Wal- 
ters, was appointed, to urge earlier publica- 
tion of the acts of the General Assembly. A 
committee, consisting of Messrs. President 
Packard, James Pollard and W. Hall Harris, 
was appointed, to confer with the new court- 
house commission, if appointed, concerning 
accommodation for the Bar Library and other 
rooms in the court house Mr. J. J. Donald- 
son requested, as chairman of committee on 
amendments to laws, that members of the bar 
submit to him as early as possible, any 
amendments to laws they propose offering at 
the next legislature. 

MINNESOTA. 

The State Bar Association held its annual 
meeting at St. Paul, on April 5th, ult., and 
elected the following officers. President, 
Charles E. Flandrau, of St. Paul; vice-presi- 
dents, J. N. Searles, Stillwater; H. F 
Stevens, St. Paul; J. A. Tawney, Winona; 
D. F. Morgan, Minneapolis; George N. Bax- 
ter, Fairbault; C. L. Benedict, Mankato; J. 
W. Mason, Fergus Falls; H. J. Peck, Shako- 
pee; John Lind, New Ulm; H. R. Wells, Albert 
Lea; C. A. Towne, Duluth; E. F. Young, 
Appleton; H. C. Grass, Currie; W. B. Doug- 
lass, Moorhead; W. A. Fleming, Brainerd ; 
S. A. Flaherty, Morris; secretary; Robert 
Jamison, of Minneapolis; treasurer, E. P. 
Sanborn, of St. Paul. 

MISSOURI. 

The Kansas City Bar Association held its 
regular meeting on the 13th of last month, 
and observed one of the most enjoyable ses- 
sions, it has yet held. Charles J. Bower read 
an able paper on “ Railroads, Present and 
Future.” He traced the history of railroad 
construction, depicted the dangers to which 
the growth of railways has given rise and ad- 
vocated national legislation regulating them. 
Governmental ownership was also advocated 
by Mr. Bower. 

An interesting paper was read by Judge H. 
C. McDougal upon ‘The Seal—Its Origin, 
Evolution and Abolition.” The essay was a 
history of the rise and decadence of the 
private seal and would make a valuable ad- 
dition to any law library. 

At the conclusion of Judge McDougal's 
paper, J. V. C. Karnes asked that ex-Gover- 
nor T. T. Crittenden, recently appointed 
consul-general to Mexico, be called upon for 
a few remarks to the association. This was 
done, and Mr. Crittenden responded with a 
brief valedictory address to his friends at the 
bar. He recalled the change in its personnel 
since he came to Missouri in 1847. In the 
discharge of his official duties, he said, he 
would ever remember his friends at the Kan- 
sas City bar. 

One of the most enjoyed features of the pro- 
gramme was F. W. Griffin’s address upon 
‘**General Butler as a Lawyer and a Soldier.” 
It was a keen and unprejudiced review of the 
life of the noted soldier and politician. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


The Rockingham County Bar Association 
held a meeting at Exeter on April 17th last. 
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Hon. J. S. H. Frink was elected president, in 
place of James W. Emery, deceased, and C. 
G. Conner was elected secretary in place of 
the late G. C. Bartlett. A committee consist- 
ing of Hon. Thomas Leavitt and Arthur O. 
Fuller of Exeter, and E. L. Guptill of Ports- 
mouth, was appointed to present suitable re- 
solutions upon the death of Hon. G. C. Bart- 
lett, at the present term of court. 


NEW YORK. 


The State Bar Association has completed 
arrangements by which a complete file of the 
bills pending in the legislature will be main- 
tained in the association rooms at the Capi- 
tol. 

The annual meeting of the Harlem Law 
Library, was held last month at the Library 
Rooms, No. 109 West 125th street. The meet- 
ing was largely attended and the reports of 
the various committees showed a very satis- 
factory condition of affairs. The library, 
which was incorporated March 13, 1891, for 
the covenience of lawyers living at or near 
Harlem, has constantly increased in member 
ship. It now has nearly 150 members and 
over sixteen hundred volumes of reference 
and text books and reports. On the evening 
in question Surrogate Ransom delivered a 
very interesting address, the subject being, 
‘Recollections of the Bench and Bar.” The 
following officers were elected for the ensuing 
year: President, Ezra A. Tuttle; vice presi- 
dent, James C. D. La Mare ; treasurer, Daniel 
P. Hayes; trustees, James W. Hyde, and 
Michael J. Mulqueen. 

The Rochester Bar Association is occupying 
the rooms engaged on the fifth floor of the 
Sibley Building. The association will ovcu- 
py these rooms until December, by which 
time the proprietors promise to have perma- 
nent quarters on the e eventh floor in readi- 
ness. The new rooms will be sixty-seven 
feel long with fine oak floors, fireplaces and 
all the latest improvements. The association 
will put in a fine working library and pro- 
poses to have rooms which will be convenient 
and profitable as well as pleasant. The mem- 
bership now number 73. 


OHIO. 


The new law club of Cleveland, O., has been 
named the Ranney Law Club in honor of the 
late Judge Rufus P. Ranney. 

The objects of the organization, as stated 
in the constitution, are to cultivate in the 
members habits of thorough legal investiga- 
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tion, to advance their knowledge of law, with 
especial reference to Ohio decisions and stat- 
utes, and to create and foster a social and 
fraternal spirit, by meetings to be held at 
stated times. 

The elub is to consist of active,associate and 
honorary members, and only attorneys at 
law regularly admitted to practice in the 
courts of Ohio are eligible to membership. 
Regular meetings are to be held en the third 
Wednesday of each month. 

Officers were elected and installed as fol- 
lows: President, Clifford A. Neff; vice-presi- 
dent, John N. Weld; secretary, Michael P. 
Mooney ; treasurer, Edward Bushnell. 


The new club starts out with twenty-two 
charter members. They are: Attorneys 
Thomas 8. Dunlap, Charles Taylor, J. C. 
Lower, Frank H. Ginn F. M. Mather, J. F. 
Clark. George W. Jones, John N. Weld, Clif- 
ford W. Fuller, James F. Walsh, F. A. Quail, 
T. M. Kennedy, C. H. Gale, M. P. Mooney, 
Edward Bushnell, Harrison J. Uhl, H. B. 
McGraw, Harold Remington, P. J. Brady, 
John Thompson, Frank Herrick and Clitford 
A. Neff. 


The Summit County Law Library Associa- 
tion held a meeting recently. Judge A. C. 
Voris presiding. and Harvey Musser acting 
as secretary. Judge A. C. Voris, Judge N. 
D. Tibbals, J. A. Kohler and R. W. Sadler 
were elected trustees of the library. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Bar Association of Johnstown held a 
meeting last month, and heard the report of 
the Committee on Grievances in the matter 
of the charges against Alfred Ashton of gross 
immorality and unprofessional conduct. 
The charges were sustained by the commit- 
tee, which recommended that Mr. Ashton be 
expelled from the association He was ac- 
cordingly expelled. The committee was com- 
posed of Messrs. Kuhn, W. H. Rose, F. J. 
0’Connor, Alvin Evans, and M. D. Kittell. 
A rule on Mr. Ashton to show cause why he 
should not be expelled from the Bar of Cam- 
bria County will now go from the association 
to the court. The association appointed two 
committees, one for the North and one ior 
the South, to ta-e testimony under the court 
in matters which may arise. The committee 
for the North is composed of S L. Reed, P. 
J. Little, Mathiot Reade, and William Davis, 
and the committee for the South are W. 
Dick Shupe, William Williams, R. E. Cress- 
well, W. D. Reese, and Horace R. Rose. 


The annual meeting of the Blair County 
Bar Association was held at Hollidaysburg, 
a short time since. President D. J. Neff p e- 
sided, and A. A. Stevens, of Tyrone, served 
as secreta y. The old board of ofticers was 
continued for another year. The board of 
managers was instructed to purchase a set of 

amphlet laws of Pennyslvania tor the court 
ibrary. H. M. Baldrige, A. A. Stevens and 
W. I. Woodcock were appointed a committee 
to confer with the county commissioners for 
the purpose of securing additional shelf room 
for the court library, and also fo enlarging 
that room. 


The Bar Association of Tioga County held 
its annual meeting and dinner March 10, at 
the Coles House, Wellsboro, Pa. Committee 
of arrangements: David Cameron, N. H. 
Ryon and Geo. W. Merrick. Ninety covers 
were laid. General Jerome B. Niles presided 
as toast-master. ‘‘Our Common Schools,” 
was responded to by Prof. A. M. Stauffer. 
‘The Press,” by A. M. Roy. ‘‘The Law,” by 
Judge John 1. Mitchell. ‘‘The Lawyer,” by 
Hon. M. F. Elliott. ‘‘ The Senior Bar,” by 
Hon. Henry Sherwood. ‘ The Junior Bar,” 
by A. J. Shattuck, Esq. ‘‘The Clergy,” by 
Rev. Dr. A. C. Shaw. ‘‘ Ad Respondam,” by 
Alexander 8. Brewster, Esq. ‘The Ladies,” 
by Col. Tom Wood. ihe social features of 
the meeting were most enjoyable. 

The Lawyers’ Club of Philadelphia gave a 
reception and banquet on the 12th of April, 
ult, to Ex-Chief Justice Edward M. Paxson 








and Mr. Justice Samuel Gustine Thompson, 
of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania, 

The spacious rooms on the top floor of the 
Bullitt Building were handsomely decorated 
for the occasion, potted plants in bloom and 
exquisit cut flowers being displayed at an 
artistic advantage. The guests were received 
by a reception committee of Messrs. Pierce 
Archer, Jr., Josiah R. Adams, James M. Beck, 
W. Wilkins Carr, Thomas Leaming, Hon. 
William BK. Mann, Alired Moore, J. Willis 
Martin Mayer Sulzberger and William H. 
Staake. They were escorted to the reception 
room, where, after a general hand shaking, 
a poem for the occasion, written by W. Chan- 
ning Nevin, was read. 

The dinner followed the reception. 


TEXAS. 

The Dallas Law Library Association lately 
met and the following gentlemen were elected 
directors for the ensuing year: J. M. Avery, 
Frank Reeder, William Thompson, W. L. 
McDonald, M. L. Crawford, A. T. Watts and 
D. A. Eldridge. 

W. L. MeVonald, chairman of the commit- 
tee on arrangements, reported that the com- 
missioner’s court of Dallas county had do- 
nated and set apart for the use ot the associa- 
tion’s library the large library room on the 
third tloor of the court house, and had ap- 
pointed a committee to confer with the asso- 
ciation’s committee as to furnishing the same. 

The committee further reported that they 
were receiving bids on furniture and law 
books for the library and were making satis- 
factory progress in collecting subscriptions 
to capital stock. On motion, the committee 
was granted further time. 

After adjournment, the newly elected board 
of directors met and organized by electing 
the following officers: J. M. Avery, presi- 
dent; E. T. Watts, vice-president; W. L. 
McDonald, secretary, and ID. A. Eldridge, 
treasurer. 

By-laws were adopted and the president 
and secretary were authorized to have printed 
and issued certificates of stock to all members 
of the association who had paid up in full 
and to purchase a seal forthe association. 
The board ratified the action of the stock- 
holders in meeting and decided to co-operate 
with the committee appoiuted to purchase 


books. 
VIRGINIA. 


The Bristol Bar Association with thirty 
members, was organized in the Virginia 
Court House, on the 15thof last month. The 
following officers were elected: Col. A. Ful- 
kerson, president; Judge C. J. St. John, 
vice-president; and Mr. Stuart, secretary. 


WISCONSIN. 


The annual meeting of the Milwaukee Bar 
Association will be beld on Tuesday, 9th inst, 
when committees will be appointed to make 
arrangements for the convention of the 
American Bar Association in that city August 
30 and 31 and September 1. 


ED? oe 


KINGSTON, Mo., March 21, 1893: ‘I note 
what you say with respect to publi hing 
official proceedings of the Missouri State Bar 
Association of which I am secretary, and 
which holds its annual meeting in June. I 
am willing to help you in this.” 

WILLIAM A. Woop, Secretary 


CuIcaGo, Ill., March 28, 1893: ‘‘ We en- 
close you beiewith our check for subscription 
jor THE AMERICAN LAWYER for i893, and 
should be pleased to have yon send us ail 
thenumbers. * * * Youcandepend upon 
us as regular subscribers as your notation of 
removals, elections to judicial positions, etc., 
is of great value to us.” 

THE NATIONAL LEGAL BUREAY, 
by Clark Varnum, secretary. 


BENTONVILLE, Ark., April 1893: “I am 
greatly pleased with THe AMERICAN LAWYER 
and if there is anything I can do as help to 
the paper I am at your service.” 

J.C, FRANCE. 
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What they are doing - Where they are — What is said 
of them — Professional news items. 





NEW ENGLAND STATES. 

New Haven, Conn.—The firm of Pigott & 
Kleiner has been dissolved. Mr. Kleiner has 
resumed relations with W. P. Niles, a former 
partner, under the firm name of Niles & 
Kleiner. 

Norwalk, Conn.—John J. Walsh has pur- 
chased the law business of John 8. Seymour, 


South Norwalk, Conn —Attorney Honneker 
has opened an office in the Lander block. 


Augusta, Me.—Leslie C. Cornish, secretary 
of the State Bar Association and a memberof 
the firm of Baker, Baker & Cornish of this 
city, has gone to Europe in asearch for health. 
He is expected to return in July. 


Bangor, Me.—Thomas H. Wentworth, a 
prominent lawyer, bas been appointed State 
commissioner of fisheries and game. 


Camden, Me.—Hon. A. P. Wiswell was re- 
cently appointed associate judge of the su- 
preme court. 


Ellsworth, Me.—Andrew P. Wiswell of this 
city has been nominated by Gov. Cleaves for 
justice of the supreme judicial court, to sue- 
ceed Wm. Wirt Virgin, deceased. 


Houlton, Me.—The firm of Shaw & Archi- 
bald is dissolved by mutual consent. 


Houlton, Me.—Parker P. Burleigh has fitted 
up an office corner Main and Water streets. 

Boston, Mass.—Arthur A. Hayden of this 
city and Robert P. Hood of Melrose have 
formed a partnership with offices in both 
places. 


Fall River, Wass.—Judge Blaisdell has ten- 
dered his resignation, with the explanation 
that his failing health would not permit of 
him presiding at the sessions of the second 
district court. 


Malden, Mass.—Orrin H. Carpenter of the 
firm of fowle & (Carpenter, with offices in 
Boston, has been elected city solicitor of this 
place. 


Pittsfield, Mass.—The firm of Hibbard & 
Turtle of this place, has dissolved. 


Claremont, N. H.—Ira Colby was appointed 
associate justice of the supreme court, to fill 
the vacancy caused by the resignation of 
Wm. H. Allen, but declined the appointment. 


Milford, N. H.—Robert Moore Wallace has 
been appointed a justice of the supreme court 
of the state, to fill the position left vacant by 
the resignation of W. H. Allen. 





MIDDLE STATES. 


Atlantic City, N. J.—James B. Nixon, a 
well-known lawyer of this city, has abandoned 
his profession and entered the ministry. 

Manasquan, N. J.—Theo. J. R. Brown has 
opened a law office at this place. 

Batavia, N. Y.—District-Attorney James 
A. LeSeur and David D, Lent have formed a 
partnership under the firm name of Le Seur 
& Lent. 

Buffalo, N. Y.— William H. Love, ex-super- 
intendent of the Buffalo schools, was recently 
admitted to practice, 

Cooperstown, N. Y.—The law firm of Edick 
& Smith was dissolved March 1 last. 

Lockport, N. Y.—D. E. Broug and D, El- 
wood Jeffrey have formed a partnership. 

New York City, N. Y.—George B. Austin 
has resigned from the firm of Turner, Mc- 
Clure & Rolston and become a member of the 
firm of Seward, Guthrie & Marowetz. 

—Morse, Livermore & Griffin is the title of 
a new firm, with offices at 10 “ all street. Mr. 
Morse is an old practitioner of this city while 
the junior members, Charles L. Griffin and 
Arthur L. Livermore are from Keene, N. H. 

—Noah Davis, J. Henry Work, Adolph L. 
Pincoffs and Henry Wyman Jessup have 
formed a law partnership, with the firm name 
of Davis, Work, Pincoffs & Jessup. 

—William E. Curtis, of the firm of Stearns 
& Curtis, has been nominated for the posi- 
tion of assistant secretary of the treasury. 

—Gedney & Bennet is the title of a new 
firm, with offices at 62 William street. The 
individual members are William Gedney of 
this city and William 8. Bennet, late of Port 
Jervis. 

—The firm of Lowrey, Stone & Auerbach 
is dissolved by the death of its senior mem- 
ber, Grosvenor B. Lowry. 

—Ex-Secretary of the Navy, Benjamin F. 
Tracy, has resumed practice with the firm of 
Tracy, Boardman & Platt. 

New York City, N Y.—John E. Risley has 
been nominated by the president to the Dan- 
ish mission. 


Oneonta, N. ¥.—E. Raymond of this place 
andJ. C. Talmadge, formerly of Greene Co., 
are now partners. 

Penn Yan, N. Y.—The offices of Hudson & 
Dwelle are now located in the Cornwell block. 

Poughkeepsie, N. Y.--Col. O. T. Beard and 
Edward E. Perkins will soon form a co-part- 
nership. 

Rawlins, N. Y.—The firm of Dodge & Mer- 
ritt has been dissolved. 


Schenectady, N. Y.—Ralph Thompson and 
Albert B. Van Voorst have opened law offices 
in the Veeder building. 


Troy, N. Y.—A partnership taking effect 
the lst inst., has been formed by George H. 
Morrison and Benjamin E. DeGroot, both of 
this city. 

Troy, N. Y.—The firm of Lansing & Cant- 
well has been dissolved. Mr. Cantwell will 
conduct a separate office, while Mr. Lansing 
has entered into partnership with John B. 
Holmes of Worcester, under the firm name of 
Lansing & Holmes. 

Troy, N. Y.—Edward W. Douglass of this 
city,has formed a partnership with Willis E. 
Heaton of Hoosick Falls, under the firm name 
of Douglass & Heaton. Mr. Heaton will still 
maintain an office at Hoosick Falls. 

Utica, N. Y.—T. H. Ferris, having been re- 
cently admitted to practice, has become a 
member of the firm of Dunmore & Sholes. 
The firm name is now Dunmore, Sholes & 
Ferris. 

Wappingers Falls, N. Y.—J. W. Bartram 
will hereafter devote his entire time to law 
practice in this town—the labor of his New 
York practice in conjunction with the great 
amount of work here proving too severe a 
strain upon him, 

Bloomsburg, Pa.—Solicitor of the town, J. 
B. Robinson, has removed his office to the 
Hartman building. 
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Carlisle, Pa.—Hon. Theo. Cornmann has re- 
moved his office to the Given building. 


Mauch ( hunk, Pa.—Douglas Craig & Eu- 
gene O. Nothstine have been admitted to prac- 
tice at the Mauch Chunk bar. 


Meadville, Pa.—J. B. Brawley,a well known 
attorney of this city, has been nominated by 
the president as sixth auditor of the treasury 
department. 


McKeesport, Pa.—J. R. Henderson has 
moved into newly-fitted offices in the Shaw 
block on Fifth avenue. 


Mt. Pleasant, Pa.—G. W. — of 
Greensburg, has opened a branch office here. 


Philadelphia, Pa.—The twenty-sixth vol- 
ume of the American Shoe and Leather Trade 
Association book has been issued by H. Van 
Court & Co. 

Philadelphia, Pa.—Samuel Gustine Thomp- 
son was recently appointed to fill the posi- 
tion on the Pennsylvania supreme court bench 
left vacant by the resignation of Chief Jus- 
tice Paxson. } 

Pittsburgh, Pa.—John A. Murphy of this 
city and George M. Hosack, late of Union- 
town, have formed a partnership for practice 
at this point. 

Pittsburgh, Pa.—W. W. Wyant of Brook- 
ville, has opened an office in this city where 
he will give prompt attention to all legal 
matters entrusted to his care. 

Scranton, Pa.—The firm of Jones & Brown 
was recently dissolved by mutual consent. 


Towanda, Pa.—E. A. Thompson has re- 
moved his officesinto more commodious quar- 
ters. 

Uniontown, Pa.—R. H. Lindsey and W. J. 
Johnson have formed a partnership, and the 
firm name will be Lindsey & Johnson. 


Washington, Pa.—J. M. Braden has re- 
moved his office tomore commodious quarters 
in the Reed building. 

Wilkesbarre, Pa.—A. E. Chapin of Nanti- 
choke, has opened an office in this city. 


Wilmington, Del.—Charles B Love, late of 
the firm of Love & Emmons, has been sworn in 
as chief justice of Delaware. The business 
of the firm will be carried on by the junior 
partner, Harry Emmons. 


Wilmington, Del.—The firm of Conrad & 
Browne has dissolved. 


Washington, D. C.—Judge Wm. S. Flippen 
is very slowly recovering from a paralytic 
stroke. 

Washington, D. C.—Mrs. Ellen 8S. Mussey, 
widow of Gen. R. D. Mussey, has been ad- 
mitted to practice. 

Washington, D. C.—Ex-Congressman B. 
W. Perkins and Judge George Chandler, re- 
tiring assistant secretary of the interior, have 
formed a partnership for the practice of law 
in this city. 

Washington, D. C.—The president has ap- 
pointed Judge William Lockren of Minnesota 
commissioner of pensions, and Hannis Taylor 
of Alabama, a brilliant lawyer and author of 
“The Origin and Growth of the English Con- 
stitution,” minister to Spain. 


Washington, D. C.—A new Ohio firm has 
been established here by Anderson O’Neal 
and ex-Congressman Bob Doan. Everybody’s 
good wishes go with the new firm. 


Washington, D. C.—Edward H. Strobel, 
practicing for some years in this city, has 
been appointed third assistant secretary of 
State. 

Washington, D. C.—Lewis Cuvillier has 
been admitted to practice in the superior 
courts of this city. 

————— <9 ——————— 


SOUTHERN STATES. 


Birmingham, Ala.—Hon. Thos. M. Owen of 
Bessemer has dissolved partnership with his 
former partner, B. Clay Jones. 





Atlanta, Ga.—Judge J. 8. Boynton of the 
Flint circuit has recently sent in his resigna- 
tion, which was accepted. 

Atlanta, Ga.—The firm of Glenn & Slaton 
has dissolved, Mr. Glenn having become a 
member of the firm of Smith, Glenn & Smith. 


Atlanta, Ga.—Jackson, Leftwich & Black 
is the name of a new firm in this city. The 
individual members are well known through- 
out the entire South. 


Atlanta, Ga.—Speairs, Field & Arnold is 
the name of a new firm here. It is composed 
of Col. W. J. Speairs, Alonzo Field and J. A. 
Arnold. 

Atlanta, Ga.—Alex. Meyer, lately a partner 
in the firm of Jackson & Jackson,has branched 
out for himself. 


Atlanta, Ga.—Hon. Peter Francisco Smith 
has completed a new book to be known as 
‘*Smith’s Notes on the Laws and Principles 
4 Evidence.” It will be published at an early 

ay. 

Fort Valley, Ga.—H. A. Mathews of this 
place has formed a partnership with W. P. 
Blassinhame, formerly of Roberta. 


Griffin, Ga.—Judge John I. Hall has ten- 
dered his resignation as amember of the house 
of representatives. 


Macon, Ga.—Hope Polhill of this city and 
John R. L. Smith, late of Americus, have 
joined forces for practice in this city. 


Macon, Ga.—Washington Dessau and Rob- 
ert Hodges have joined hands under the firm 
name of Dessau & Hodges. 


Savannah, Ga.—Philip M. Russell, ex-clerk 
of the city court, has resumed practice. 


Og ethorpe, Ga.—Col. Don. McLeod, until 
lately editor of the Macon County Citizen, is 
now in practice at this point. 


Glasgow, Ky.—Judge J W. Jones has re- 
signed the office of city judge to become 
master commissioner of the circuit court. C. 
D. Dickey succeeds him in the former posi- 
tion. 

Maysville, Ky.—A. E. Cole, late cireuit 
judge, has formed a partnership with his two 
sons, Allan D. Cole, late master commissioner, 
and Wm. T. Cole. The style of the firm is A. 
E. Cole & Sons. 


Ruston, La.—Capt. E. E. Kidd and Hon. 
W. A. Van Hook are a new law firm here. 


Macon, Miss.—George D. Dillard is named 
as consul general to Guayaquil, Ecuador. 


Greensboro, N C.—R. M. Douglas has been 
admitted to the firm of Scales & Scales. The 
new title is Douglas, Scales & Scales. 


Chattanooga, Tenn.—Geo. W. Easley and 
William H Russell have united under the firm 
name of Easley & Russell. 


Clarksville, Tenn.—Hon. H. C. Merritt, who 
has practiced here since before the war, has 
decided to retire. He was the partner of Col. 
John F. House. 


Memphis, Tenn.—Hon. B. J. Lea has been 
appointed chief justice of the supreme court. 


Nashville, Tenn.—Judge W. K. McAlister, 
Jr., was on April 1 appointed supreme judge 
to succeed Chief Justice Lurton, who resigned 
to become judge of the United States circuit 
court. 


Nashville, Tenn.—Hon. John K. Shields has 
been appointed judge of the Chancery divis- 
ion, recently created. 


Nashville, Tenn.—J. W. Bonner has been 
appointed to succeed Judge W. K. McAlister 
upon the circuit bench, he having been ap- 
pointed supreme judge to succeed Chief Jus- 
tice Lurton, who resigned to become judge 
of the United States circuit court. 


Fort Worth, Texas.—Judge Wm. P. McLean 
of the Texas railroad commission, has opened 
a law office here, 
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Groesbeek, Texas.—The firm of Farror, Kin- 
eaid & Williams is having new and larger 
offices built. 

Roanoke, Va.—Judge W. S. Gooch of this 
city and Judge James 0. Shepherd of the 
Hustings Court of Buena Vista have joined 
forces with offices here. 

Roano! e, Va.—Thomas Whitehead, Jr., has 
recently been admitted as an attorney in the 
t ustings Court on motion of C. B. Moomaw. 

Charleston, W. Va. —H. L. Boggs and John 
H. High have formed a partnership. 

St. Clairsville, W. Va.—Hon.J. W. Nichols 
and John Pollock have formed a partnership. 

—_——_ 


CENTRAL STATES. 


Bloomington, Ill.—The firm of Stevenson 
& Ewing is out of practice, Mr Stevenson 
having been elected vice-president of the 
United States and Mr. Ewing having been 
appointed minister to Belgium. 

Chicago, Ill.— Judge Geo F. Sugg, who has 
been ill with heart trouble, is rapidly recover- 
ing. 

Elgin, 1].—John McBride now has a law 
office with Attorney Coleman. 


Fort Wayne, Ind.—Chester Holden of Mon- 
roeville, has established himself in this city. 
He is a promising young attorney. 


Haughville, Ind.—J. B. Jackson has re- 
turned to this place and opened a law office. 

Indianapolis, Ind.—Caleb 8. Denny of this 
city has formed a partnership with Judge 
Robert McBride, formerly of Millersburg. 


Indianapolis, Ind.—Ex-Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor Thomas Hanna has reopened his office in 
this city. 

Indianapolis, Ind.—Frank Burke has been 
appointed United States district attorney for 
this district. 

La Porte, Ind.—M. H. Weir and his son, 
E. E. Weir of Valparaiso, have formed a 
partnership and will practice in this city. 

Lebanon, Ind.—The firm of Shelby & Dob- 
bins was lately dissolved. 


So. Bend, Ind.—Hon. B. F. Shively and @li- 
_ M. Cunningham have formed a partner- 
ship. 

Marion, Ind.—The firm of Carroll, Wharton 
& Dean has been dissolved by mutual con- 
sent, Mr. Dean retiring. Judge Carroll and 
Mr. Wharton will remain together. 


Martinsville, Ind.—J. E. Sedwick has open- 
ed a law office on his own account. 


Richmond, Ind.—Richard A. Jackson and 
Henry C. Starr have formed a partnership. 


Vincennes, Ind.—James A. McClure has 
closed his school and returned to this city to 
practice. 


Vincennes, Ind.—James McClure, E. E 
Smith and Stewart Hoover have formed a part- 
nership and have offices in the Second Na- 
tional Bank building, where they will give 
prompt attention to business. 

Des Moines, lowa.—A. M. Miller of this 
city has made partnership arrangement with 
J. W. Lindsay of Manning. They will prac- 
tice here. 

Muscatine, lowa.—The firm of Detwiler & 
Doran has been dissolved. 

Sioux City, Iowa.—A new firm here is that 
of Conway & Burton. 

Allegan, Mich.—C. R. Wilkes has made de- 
cided improvements in his office by fitting it 
out with new carpets and furniture. 

Detroit, Mich —The firm of Sloman, Moore 
& Duffie has been dissolved, Sands F. Moore 
withdrawing. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—Frank P. Carpenter, 
who for the past eight years has been em- 
ployed in the county clerk’s office, is now a 
full-fledged lawyer and will practice in this 
city. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—Albert Dodge has 





formed a ae ea 9 with W. H. Eastman, 
ex-superintendent of police. 


Saginaw, Mich.—A. H. Swarthout and J. 
F. O’Keefe have joined forces under the firm 
name of Swarthout & O’Keefe. 

St. Joseph, Mich.—Edward 8. Kelly has 
opened an office in the Keppler block, this 
city, and is prepared to attend to all legal 
matters entrusted to his care. 

Bucyrus, Ohio.—Judge Thomas Beer and 
Judge J. C. Tobias will form a partnership 
upon the expiration of the latter’s term of 
office, next February. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—W. H. Sloan announces 
the publication of The Merchant. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—John A. Slattery has 
been admitted to practice before the United 
States supreme court. 

Cincinnati, Ohio.—Lowrey Jackson and 
Solomon Schwarz are now associated for the 
practice of law. 

Cleveland, Ohio.—A new firm of this city 
is composed of the following well known at- 
torneys: Hon. M. H. Foran, B. F. Starr. E. 
C. Sehavan and J, W. Holcomb. 

Cleveland, Ohio.—The firm of Foran & 
Dawley is dissolved, the partners having de- 
cided to discontinue doing business as a firm. 

Cleveland, Ohio.—Burke & Gregory is the 
title of a new firm here, of which H. B. Greg- 
ory is the junior member. 

Cleveland, Ohio.—The firm of Russell & 
kice has been dissolved. Mr. Rice has formed 
a partnership with Judge E. J. Blandin under 
the firm name of Blandin & Rice. 

Columbus, Ohio.—Miss Dora Sandee of 
Canal Winchester is now practicing in this 
city. 

Kenton, Ohio.—Col. L. M. Strong with- 
draws from the firm of Strong & Henderson. 
He retires in order to take a much-needed 
rest. Mr. Henderson continues alone. 

Leetonia, Ohio.—Hon. C. N. Snyder and J. 
B. Morgan have dissolved partnership. 

Washington, Ohio.—T. H. Anderson and 
Gen. Robert Doane of this city and Judge 
O’Neal, formerly of Lebanon, have formed a 
partnership and will practice in this city. 

Fond du Lac, Wis.—The firm of Coleman, 
Sutherland & Hiner has been dissolved; Mr. 
Hiner retiring. He will locate in Chicago. 

Madison, Wis.—The partnership between 
T. C. Richmond and J. 8. Smith has been dis- 
solved. Mr. Richmond has formed a new 
partnership with his brother, R. M. Rich- 
mond, who has been practicing in Omaha 
until recently. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—Samuel Howard and Rol- 
land B. Mallory have formed a partnership 
under the firm name of Howard & Mallory. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—The firm of Austin & 
Hamilton has been augmented by the recep- 
tion as a partner of E. J. Paul, late of Kansas 

Sheboygan, Wis.—Miss Arlisle E. Zufelt 
of this city, has been admitted to the bar. 


Superior, Wis.—Whitford & Steele is the 
name of a new firm of this city, of which 
Judge W. M. Steele is a member. The senior 
member is R. D. Whitford, lateof Menomonie. 

Superior, Wis.—A. H. Wilson and T. D. 
Taylor have dissolved partnership. 

—_e—__ 


WESTERN STATES. 

Phenix, Ariz.—The application of Hon. A. 
C. Baker for position of chief justice of Ari- 
zona was unanimously endorsed by the terri- 
torial bar at a meeting held last month. 

Cripple Creek, Colo.—J. K. Goudy and 8. 
H. Kinsley have formed a partnership. 

Denver, Colo.—Joseph N. Baxter and Jacob 
Fillius of Georgetown are now practicing 
under the firm name of Baxter & Fillius, 

Denver, Colo.—Henry V. Johnson has been 
appointed United States district-attorney for 
Colorado. 

Pueblo, Colo.—John H. Voorhees, formerly 
of Hamilton, Ohio, but for some time a resi- 
dent of this city, has been appointed judge 
of the tenth judicial district. 


=. 


Abilene, Kan.—W. P. Seeds and C. E, Rugh 
have joined forces under the firm name of 
Seeds & Rugh. 


Fort Scott, Kan.—Humphrey & Hudson jg 
the name of a new firm here. 


Lyons, Kan.—M. A. Thompson has removed 
his office to more convenient quarters in the 
Butler & Shumway building. 

Topeka, Kan.—The firm of Martin & Keeler 
has been dissolved owing to the election of 
Judge John Martin to the United States sen. 
ate. A new firm has been formed, the mem- 
bers of which are Judge Henry Keeler, R. B, 
Welch and E. A. Wagener. It will be known 
as Keeler, Welch and Wagener. 

Wichita, Kan.—Hon. W. L. Williams, a 
colored lawyer, has opened a law and real 
real estate office in this city. 

Duluth, Minn.—DeVore & Hill of West Side, 
have moved to the Chamber of Commerce 
building. 

Duluth, Minn.—S. L. Smith, late city attor- 
ney, and J. J. Sqmer, formeriy of Superior 
and lately assistant city attorney of this city, 
have formed a partnership. > 

St. Paul, Minn.—Ex-Attorney-General M., 
E. Clapp has entered into partnership with 
the firm of Clapp & McCartney of Stillwater, 
The new firm opened an office in this city on 
the 1st inst. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Hale H. Cook has as- 
sumed charge of the legal department of the 
Snow-Church Co. here. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Ex-Gov. T. T. Critten- 
den has been appointed consul-general to 
Mexico. 


Kansas City, Mo.—The Law & Credit Co., 
neg ot The Lawyer and Credit-Man, 
1ave taken the business of the Scott ( ommer- 
cial Agency, as well as that of the Midland 
Mercantile Agency. 


Kansas City, Mo.—Lawson Russell of New 
York was recently admitted to practice at the 
Jackson county bar. 


Platte City, Mo.—R. P. C. Wilson has re- 
sumed his law practice here with his son as 
partner. 


St. Louis, Mo.—James O. Brodhead, nomi- 
nated to be minister to Switzerland, is one of 
the leading lawyers of Missouri, represented 
St. Louis in the forty-eighth congress and 
was a member of the house judiciary commit- 
tee. 


St. Louis, Mo.—P. W. Fauntleroy, one of 
the ablest attorneys that ever practiced at the 
Missouri bar and who became widely known 
because of his defense of Hugh M. Brooks, 
alias Maxwell, who murdered his friend C. 
Arthur Preller several years ago, has recently 
given up the profession of law and entered 
the ministry. He is now pastor of the St. 
James Protestant Episcopal church of this 
city. 

Billings, Mont.—A partnership has been 
formed by Messrs. Hallowell F,. Clements and 
Jacob Beebe, formerly of Iowa. 

Hamilton, Mont.—O. J. Blodgett of this 
place and Judge John L. Sloane, formerly of 
Deer Lodge Co., have formed a partnership. 

Helena, Mont.--The supreme court recently 
admitted Jacob Beebe of this city, to practice 
in all the courts of the State. 

Amelia, Neb.—B. R. Dickson having dis- 
posed of his abstract business will hereafter 
devote his time to the practice of law. 

Broken Bow, Neb.—The firm of Ledwich 
& McSherry has been dissolved. 

Lincoln, Neb.—E. M. Coffinand V. H. Stone, 
late of Ord, have decided to pursue their pro- 
fession in this city and have opened offices. 

Omaha, Neb.— H. E. O’Neill, of the firm of 
O'Neill & Morgan of Broken Bow, has formed 
a partnership with Rich & Sears of this city. 

Elko, Nev.— Webster Patterson and W. A. 
Massey have formed a partnership. 

Roswell, N. M.—A new firm is to be estab- 
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& Keith. They are young men from Mis- 
gouri. 

Santa Fe, New Mex.—Clayton C Dorsey, a 
member of the well-known firm of Teller, 
Orahood & Co.,Denver,Colo., recently visited 
this city on business. 

Edmond, O. T.—L. M. Hubbard and T. J. 
Gillespie have formed a partnership for prac- 
tice at this place. They will also conduct a 
real estate and collection business. 

Guthrie, O. T.—Tom Soward is finely sit- 
nated in a new office on Harrison street. 

Guthrie, Ok. Ter.--Judge J. J. Merrick has 
formed a partnership with W. M. Bowles of 
Marys Co., Mo., who has recently located 
here. : 

Oklahama City, O. T.—Hon. Richard Blue 
will probably practice here. 

Oklahoma City, O. T.—Ex-Commissioner 
W. M. Stone, at one time governor of lowa, 
will open an office here with his son as part- 
ner, at an early date. 

Watertown, 8. D.— The new offices of 
Messrs. Bennett & Sheldon, in the Gas block, 
are said to be the finest in the city. 


Webster, 8. D.—The firm of Huntington & 
Parliman, consisting of E. Huntington and 
R. W. Parliman, is dissolved. Mr. Parliman 
continues the business of the firm. 

Salt Lake, Utah.—E. W. McDaniel of this 
city was recently admitted to practice at the 
Utah bar. 


saijiibeceacaiae 
PACIFIC STATES. 


Fresno, Cal.—J. R. Webb has been ap- 
pointed superior judge of Fresno county. 


Los Angeles, Cal.—William Pollard, who 
for a long time was connected with the firm 
of Wells, Monroe & Lee, has severed his re- 
lations with them and opened an office of his 
own. 

Los Angeles, Cal.—Martin M. Levering has 
been admitted to practice in the courts of 
the State. 

Los Angeles, Cal.—M. J. Variel of this city 
and W. H. Davis, formerly of Marysville, 
have formed a partnership under the nameof 
Variel & Davis. 

Oakland, Cal.—Garrett McInerney has been 
admitted as a member to the well-known firm 
of Stanley, Stoney & Hayes. He fills the va- 
eancy caused by the death of Judge Stoney. 
Hereafter the firm name will be Stanley, 
Hayes & Mcinerney. 

Sacramento, Cal.—Hon. E. C. Hart of this 
city and H. E. Burnham, formerly of Wash- 
ington, D. C., have associated themselves as 
partners. 

San Jose, Cal.—Gabriel & Dwyer is the 
name of a new firm of this city. ‘The indi- 
vidual partners are Wm, A. Dwyerand H. A. 
Gabriel. The firm should meet with success. 


San Jose, Cal.—Eugene M. Rosenthal re- 
<eutly passed a creditable examination be- 
fore the supreme court of the State and was 
admitted to practice in all the courts of Cali- 
fornia. 

Tulare, Cal.—J. F. Boller has opened up 
offices on Tullare street. He enjoys the conti- 
dence of the entire business community. 


Albany, Ore.—Perey R. Kelley and L. M. 
‘Curl have formed a co-partnership. 

Farniington, Wash.— Hazlitt & Beck have 
dissolved. 

Port Townsend, Wash.—L. Laughrey of 
Oregon has entered into partnership with 
Harry Ballinger, under the firm name of Bal- 
linger & Laughrey. 

Seattle, Wash.—William F. Scott, John W. 
Corson and Melvin G. Winstock have asso- 
‘ciated themselves together as Scott, Corson 
& Winstock. 

Seattle, Wash.—L. E. Thompson of the firm 
of Ihompson & Thompson, was recently 


chosen secretary of the Chamber of Com- 
amerce, 
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Seattle, Wash.—Ritchie M. Kinnear of this 
city, was admitted to practice in the supreme 
court, 

Spokane, Wash.—R. 8. Kimball, a promi- 
nent attorney from Little Rock, Ark., will 
join forces with Mr. James L. Crotty of this 
city and conduct a legal business under the 
firm name of Crotty & Kimball. 

—__-<e 
CANADA. 

Calgary, Can. — W. L. Bernard, a_ well 
known lawyer of this city, is reported to 
have in his hands at the present time nearly 
two thousand items for collection. He makes 
a specialty of commercial business. 

Halifax, N. 8.—J. L. Frame and G. Black- 
adar have formed a partnership. 

Toronto, Ont.—The firm of Pearson, Mac- 
donald & Cronyn has been dissolved. Donald 
Macdonald and Edward Cronyn have formed 
a new firm and will continue the business. 

Toronto, Ont.—The firm of Bayly, Hughes & 
Smith has dissolved partnership, Mr. Hughes 
retiring to practice by himself, while Messrs. 
Bayly & Smith will continue together under 
the firm name of Bayly & Smith. 

Walkerton, Ont., Can.—Robertson & Col- 
lins, barristers of this city, have dissolved 
partnership, Mr. Collins retiring from the 
firm and opening business on his own respon- 
sibility. 

Winston, Ont., Can.—Wm. Gordon of the 
firm of Jacob & Gordon, barristers at Dray- 
ton, recently visited this city and before leay- 
ing decided to locate here permanently. ‘Ihe 
firm is well and favorably known throughout 
this section of Ontario. 


——_ + 


NEWS ITEMS. 


Max Miles, of Centralia, IIl., 
ly insane. 

William Fee, of Williamsfield, 
been convicted of embezzlement. 

Judge Frank C. Randolph, of Montgomery, 
Ala., has been acquitted of the charge of 
murdering William Metealf in - November 
last. 

The office of Davis, Robinson & Reynolds, 
of Terre Haute, Ind., was recently entered 
by burglars. 

Nat. S. Dryden, a well. known lawyer in 
northeast Missouri, is trying the Keeley cure 
at Dwight, Ill. 

Charles Barton, of San Francisco, Cal., has 
been adjudged insane, and committed to the 
asylum at Napa. 

A. M. Lesley, of Lyons, Kan., recently 
shot and mortally wounded, Dr. N. F. Terry 
of the same place. 

Ernest W. McIntyre of Chicago, formerly 
of Toronto, Ont., has been charged wit 
fraudulent financial transactions. 

Frank 8S. Donaldson, of Grand Rapids, 
Mich., was recently arrested, charged with 
failing to turn over collected money. 

W. E. Galvin, of Aurora, Ill., recently se- 
cured a verdict of $5,000 against Randell 
Cassern, another attorney, for slander. 

The impeachment trial of Judge Julius J. 
DuBoise of the Shelby, (Tenn.) criminal 
court, has been postponed until May 9. 

J. D. Rivers, of Chamberlain, 8. D., has 
recently been threatened and shot at, the re- 
sult presumably of being attorney in certain 
suits. 

Joseph D. Lewis, of Chicago, Il., has been 
arrested, charged with appropriating to his 
own use funds left in his hands for invest- 
ment. 

Browder & Clifford, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
sustained considerable loss, a short time 
since, through the business activity of bur- 
glars. 

C. B. Glenn, of Salt Lake City, Utah, has 
been indicted upon the charge of having em- 
bezzled from the city while clerk of the 
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8. 8. Stewart, lawyer and editor of Harris- 
ville, W. Va., is charged with forgery. His 
paper, The Reveille has been attached but he 
cannot be found. 


A. D. Splivalo, of San Francisco, Cal., was 
recently called upon to plead to a charge of 
contempt of court, in failing to obey the 
court’s summons. 

my ma, R. Warfield, of Baltimore, Md., 
has been held for trial, charged with retain- 
ing a larger fee for procuring a pension than 
is allowed by law. 

J. J. Leary, of Brooklyn, N. Y, was re- 
cently fined and sentenced to imprisonment, 
for contempt of court in refusing to produce 
papers as ordered. 

Isaac 8. Van Voorhis, of Pittsburgh, Pa., is 
suffering from an attack of temporary in- 
sanity and has been removed to Washington, 
D. C., for treatment. 

Webster Crowl, of Baltimore, Md., has 
been charged with fraudulent financial tran- 
sactions, and proceedin gs to disbar have been 
brought against him. 

John R. McFee, of Indianapolis, Ind., has 
pleaded guilty to a charge of forgery and 
been sentenced to the State prison. His 
downfall was caused by gambling. 


Judge John D. Brien, of Nashville, Tenn., 
was recently cut and badly wounded by 
Andrew J. Griswell an attorney of that 
place, the result of a dispute in court. 


Samuel Abrahams, the New York lawyer 
who was arrested a short time ago for annoy- 
ing President Cleveland, has been declared 
insane, and is now at Bellevue Hospital. 


Judge Richardson, in the equity session of 
the superior court, recently granted the peti- 
tion of the Boston Bar Association for the 
— of John E. Butler, late of Chelsea, 
Mass. 


D. J. McCarthy, of Ann Arbor, Mich., who 
was disbarred two years ago for disreputable 
and unprofessional conduct, recently applied 
for re-admission. His application was 
denied. 


Judge Blackburn, of Salt Lake City, Utah., 
has probably only a very short time to serve 
if protests from nearly all the leading attor- 
neys of Provo, Salt Lake and Ogden amount 
to anything. 

The attorneys, members of the Oakland, 
Cal., Law Library are commencing to object 
to the way in which the county is conduct- 
ing it. They claim it is no use to them under 
the present system. 


DeWitt Hayes, of New York, who was dis- 
charged recently and re-arrested on the 
charge of obtaining money on a forged mort- 
gage and bond has compromised by returning 
the money in question. 

E. C. Devore, of Webb City, Mo., and T. 
B. Houghawout of Carthage, have been ar- 
rested on an indictment charging them with 
conspiracy to defraud and obstruct the ad- 
ministration of justice. 

H. J. Furber, of Chicago, Ill., has made a 
gift of $1,500 to the University of Chicago, 
to help to defray the cost of publishing a 
series of economic studies bearing the im- 
primature of that institution. 


Chas. 8S. Carter, of Chicago, was found in- 
toxicated on the street lately. He stated 
that he was to appear as defendant in a 
divorce case and had attempted suicide. 


George T. St. Germain, formerly of Taun- 


ton, West Gardner, Boston, Mass., and 
several other places has been palming him- 
self off as an attorney at Biddeford, Me. He 
has never been admitted, and has left Bidde- 
ford. His present whereabouts are un- 
known. 

Martin G. Thompson, a lawyer 63 years 
old, of Buffalo, N. Y., has been arrested on 
a warrant charging him with grand larceny. 
Morgan H. Scott, lumber inspector for Tay- 
lor & Crate, is the complainant. The case 
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is said to be in the nature of a civil one and | 
will probably be settled without prosecu- | 
tion. ; | 

The board of editors of the Yale Law Jour- | 
nal contemplate issuing in connection with 
the publication a supplement which will | 
contain all the important decisions on points | 
of practice made in the superior courts in | 
Connecticut. Itis proposed to make this sup- 
plement a permanent feature of the Journal 
and it is thought that the innovation will 
prove a valuable one to lawyers about the 
State in many respects. 

— ——> > eo 


BOOK REVIEW. 


Robert's Rules of Order. A Pocket Manual 
of Rules of Order for Deliberative Assemblies. 
By Henry M. RoBert, U.S. A. Cloth, pp. 
200. Price 75 cents. Published by S. vu. 
Griggs & Co., Chicago, Il. 

After examining this book, it is no wonder 
to us that it has attained a circulation of up- 
wards of 145,000. It is the handiest and 
most practical work on parliamentary proce- 
dure we have ever seen. Its presentation of 
the principles of parliamentary law, are 
succinct, terse and accurate with helpful foot 
notes amplifying the text or showing the 
special procedure in particular bodies, Be- 
sides being thoroughly indexed, it contains a 
table of rules relating to motions, which in- 
dicates the proper decision of 200 important 
questions without turning a leaf. Evidently 
no point in the management of deliberative 
assemblies, such as legislatures, conventions, 
societies, or other gatherings where discus- 
sions prevail, has been overlooked. It is of 
pocket size and in every sense a desirable 
companion for all persons needing a_ sate 

uide to the conduct of business in assemblag- 
ies large or small. 


Illinois Assignment Law. The Law of As- 
signment for the Benefit of Creditors in the 
State of Illinois. By SYDNEY RICHMOND 
TABER, of the Chicago Bar. E. B. Myers & 
Co., Chicago, 1893. 

The bar of [linois is indebted to the author 
of this volume for the presentation, in a satis- 
factory manner, of the intricacies of the law 
of assignments in that State. The work is 
very properly based upon the statute con- 
cerning this subject and its amendments, and 
is, in reality, a synopsis of that act witha 
collation of all the decisions of the supreme 
and appellate courts of the State construing 
the same. 

The several sections of the statutory en- 
actments are grouped under four heads as 
follows: (1) The Assignment. (2) The As- 
ignor. (3) The Assignee and (4) The Court. 
In this way a large degree of order in the 
treatment of the several sub-divisions of the 
matter, is secured and maintained, and the 
practitioner is thereby saved the labor of a 
search through the several sections of the act 
to ascertain the full expression of the legisla- 
ture upon any sub-division. A table of lead- 
ing cases on preferential assignments, ar- 
ranged in parallel columns with analogous 
paragraphs of the facts and of the court’s de- 
cision in each case, set side by side, 
help materially in settling the confusion of 
ideas to which the cases, separately consider- 
ed, justily give rise. Each topic, too, is 
es an analysis uponevery point covered 

y the statute, with a reference to the sec- 
tion treating of the same. Altogether the 
volume is one that no practitioner in Illinois, 
having occasion to desire ready information 
a the subject therein treated, can well 
afford to be without. 


The Laws of 


Missouri Corporation Laws. 
Missouri relating to Private Corporations, 


other than Railroad and Insurance. Con- 
taining instructions for incorporation, con- 
duct of corporate business, together with 
forms. By M. F. Watts, St. Louis. The F. 
H. Thomas Law Book Co., 1890. 

In this book the author has collected and 
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grouped under appropriate heads, the scatter- 


ed laws of Missouri relating to corporations. 
And the work has been well done. The 
liberties, and restrictions, the advantages and 
obstacles incident to corporate existence and 
managemeut under the legislation of the 
State named are fully stated with ample sus- 
taining decisions in each case Yet there 
seems to be no prolixity. Manufacturing, 
financial, electrical, religious, fraternal, 
scientific and in fact all enterprises of a socia) 
or business character subject to charter 
rights, excepting only railroad and insurance 
organizations, are given full consideration. 
A full line of forms adds to the practical 
value of the volume. No one to whom is en- 
trusted the management or the legal direc- 
tion of corporations chartered under the laws 
of Missouri, or doing business in that State 
can well afford to be without this book. It 
is handsomely bound and printed. 


INQUIRIES AND ANSWERS. 


We will undertake to promptly and carefully answer 
all questions of general interest submitted by sub- 
scribers. Make communications brief but accurate 
statements of the points requiring attention Names 
and addresses of inquirers will not be indicated if so 
desired. 


Edito, American Lawyer : 

Can acheck drawn on a bank in Kansas be protested 
when it is complete in every respect except for the lack 
of adate, there being funds in the Cando of the 
drawee bank suffieient to pay said check ! 

DE Kas, Mo CASHIER. 

A date is not necessary to the validity of a 
check. Hence it is subject to protest, and 
the other usual procedure of negotiable or 
banking paper, as though it were complete 
in that, asin allother respects. Bankers are 
to assume that undated checks are contem- 
por:neous with presentation and pay ac- 
cordingly. If they refuse for this reason 
only to honor same, they do so with peril. 
Tiedeman on Commercial Paper § 435; Daniels 
on Negotiable Instruments § 1577 
Editor American Lawyer : 

I+ a promissory note made payable on a certain date 
entitled to days of grace? For instance ‘‘ March 1, 
I promise to pay,” etc. Is such note due March 1 
or March 4. according to New York State laws ! 

Hancock, N. Y., BANKER. 

The anthorities are uniform that all biils 
of exchange and* negotiable notes, except 
those payable on sight or demand, or those 
without specification of time and then ‘‘on de- 
mand” will be understood, or those expressly 
waiving grace, are entitled to grace. This 
is the common law which of course is subject 
to change by statute. Under the laws of 
New York the note you describe is entitled 
to grace, and therefore is finally due on 
March 4. 


—_————bD - ee 


RECENT DEATHS. 


B. R. Champion of Goshen, N. Y., is dead. 

Judge A. D. V. Old of Uvalde, Tex., is dead. 

Charles B. Bernard of Cleveland, O., is dead. 

Judge B. R. Houston of Ter-ell, Tex., is dead. 

Capt. A. D. Payne of Warrenton, Va., is dead. 

Major Daniel J. Wedge of Clinton, La., is dead. 

Judge William C. Oliver of Eutaw, Ala., is dead. 

C. P. Gregory of Stillwater, Minn., died recently. 

Judge Oliver C. Wyly of Constitution, Ga., is dead. 

William J. Long of West Liberty, O., died recently. 

Justice James Everett of Nashville, Tenn., is dead. 

Hon. John J. Maher of Barnwell S. C., died recently. 

Bernard M. Davis of Buffialo, N. Y., died recently. 
—- F. Allen of Chicago, Ill., an able lawyer, is 
€ ° 


Carlos G. Hawthorn of Hopkinton, N. H., died re- 
cently. ~ 

George A. Hoffman of Monongahela, Pa., died re- 
cently. 

Bobert C. Smith of Mansfield, O., died recently of 
paralysis. 

William Sigourney Otis of Nahant, died April 20, in 
Boston, Mass. 


Nathaniel Mitchell of Hubbard, 0., died recently 
aged 88 years. 





WYER. 


Judge Wilham Elstun of Emporia, Kan., died g 
short time since. 


Judge W. A. Daniel. died of paralysis at his home 
in Weldon, N. C. 


Thomas J. Grier of Philadelphia, Pa., died very 
sud:.enly, recently. 


T. Tillotson of Spokane, Wash., died recently of 
alcoholic po soning. 


Robert H. MeCle lan, a distinguished lawyer of Troy, 
y. ¥., died April 27. 
Charles W. Hartshorn of Taunton, Mass., died re. 
cently of pneumonia. 


W. D. Adams of Marshall, Mich., died a short time 
since ot heart disease. 


H. C. Carhart, one of the best-known lawyers of 
Galion, O , died recently. 


John M. Tuohay of Boston, Mass., died recently 
after a protracted illness. 


Dr. William 0. Gorman, formerly of Newark, N. J., 
died at Council Bluffs, La. 


Lyman S. Ciarke of Chambersburg, Pa., a promi- 
nent lawyer, died recently. 

Andrew J. Todd, a prominent member of the New 
York bar, died on April 16. 

John M. Thornton, the newly elected city attorney 
of Shelbyville, Ll., died recently. 

Thomas C. Prosser, a lawyer and well-known citizen 
of Detioit, Mich , died on April 7. 

J. A. Wing of Montpelier, Vt., a well-known and 
highly respected attorney is dead. 

James Brown of Taunton, Mass., a lawyer of ac- 
know ledged ability, died recently. 

James M. Woodbury of Chicago, Ill, shot himself, 
recently while temporarily insane. 

Hon. John C. Kean of Freeport, UL, died a short 
time since after a lingering illness. 

John H. Cartwright, a member of the Ottawa, Il)., 
bar was accidently drowned recently. 

Robert Jones, a leading member of the Lafayette, 
Ind., bar, died recently, aged 74 years. 

Wm. McElroy of Albany, N. Y., a nephew of the 
late Chester A. Arthur, di d recently. 

William K. DuHamel of Washington, D. C., died 
during the past month of consumption. 

Henry C. Hyde, attorney, died on April 7, in Santa 
Fe, New Mex. He was 60 years of age. 

Hon. James H. Beebe of Mt. Gilead, O., a member of 
the supreme court commissivn, is dead. 

A. Jackson Hyatt of White Plains, N. Y., one of the 
oldest lawyers of that place died recently. 

E. L. Craig of San Francisco, Cal., general solicitor 
of the Southern Pacific Ry. Co is deceased. 

Hon. John W. Roseberry of Pottsville, Pa, a well- 
kpown and successful lawyer died recently. 

Henry H. Dochterman of Covington, Ind., a leading 
member of the Fountain county bar is dead. 

Judge W. A. Nichols, died after a ten days illness 
of pneumonia at his home in New Lisbon, O. 

Judge J. A. Wilkins of Grenada, Miss., one of the 
pioneer settlers, died recently, aged 83 years. 

Judge Wi liam Gibson of Atlanta, Ga., at one timea 
prominent figure in Georgia, died at Massena. 

Hon. G. F. Fowler, o—_—? attorney of Saratoga 
N. Y., died recently. He was 76 years of age. 

Col. William McMichael, well-known in New York 
and Philadelphia, died of apoplexy in this city. 

Benjamin Hall of Troy, N. Y., a lawyer of ability, 
and at one time ed tor of the Troy Whig is dead. 

Col. O. P. Lyles, one of the foremost members of the 
Memphis, Tenn., bar, died April 18, aged 73 years. 

Judge Benjamin Orton, formerly of Huntington, 
Ind.. died suddenly at Brookline, Mass.. last month. 

Benjamin E. Chain of Norristown, Pa., one of the 
foremost attorneys of that city, died recently of cytitus. 

Hon. H. W. Wadsworth of Maysvile, Ky., one of the 
ablest lawyers of the State, died recently of paralysis. 

Edwin Young, general attorney of the Delaware & 
Hudson Canal Co., died on April 21, in New York city, 

C. S. Colburn, one of Rutiand county's best known 
ae and business men, died recently in Pittsfield, 

t. 


Captain Henry C. Wiley, a prominent lawyer of 
Troy, Ala., died recently of pneumonia after a brief ill- 
ness. 

Ex-Mayor Norman M. Broadwell of Springfield, Dl., 
died not long since from the effects of a paralytic 
stroke. 

Hon. George Hayes of Belair, Md., for many years 
judge of the orphans’ court of Haford county, died 
recently. 

Judge Ardagh of Winnipeg, Man., died suddenly of 
heart disease while leaving the steamer on his way 
from Italy. . 

Judge Van Hollis Higgins of Chicago, Ill., dropped 
dead recently, at Darien, Wis., while in the heat of @ 
personal discussion. 

Judge William A. Nichol 
light ia the legal world of 
New Lisbon, recently. 


for many years a leading 
hio, died at his home in 











Hon. John L. Farrar of Peru, Ind., one of the best 
jnown criminal lawyers of northern Indiana, died re- 
cently of heart failure. 

William F. Sharpe, formerly a prominent lawyer of 
Goshen, N. Y.. died at his home in Abingdon, Conn., 
recently, aged 87 years. 

Bernard B. Wh ttemore of Nashua, N. H., lawyer, 
and editor of the Nashua Gazette, died in Cambridge, 
Mase., a short time since. 

James H. Heverin, the prominent criminal lawyer of 
Philadelphia, Pa., died April 12, aftera protracted ill- 
ness. He was 49 years of age. 

Roman B. Dawson, one of the oldest members of the 
Kings county bar, died in Brooklyn, N. Y., on the 7th 
of April. He was 69 years old. 


The Rockingham county, N. H., bar loses a promi- 
nent member ip the death of Greenleaf C. Bartlett of 
Derry. He was 71 years of age. 


Joseph A. Wing, one of the oldest practicing lawyers 
inthe State of Vermont, died of apoplexy at his home 
in Montpelier, Vt., aged 82 years. 

Hon. E. S. Hardy, a member of the Oxford county, 
and State of Maine Bar Associations, died at North 
Paris, Me.. April 7, aged 84 years. 

A. J. O'Keefe, a young and rising attorney of Grand 
Forkea, N. D., died while undergoing a surgical opera- 
tion, April 8. He was 38 years old. 

E.G. Donaldson of Atlanta, Ga., was recently found 
dead in his bed. He was at one time associated with 
secretary of the interior, Hoke Smith. 

Andrew Gordon Magrath, long prominent in the 
legal c'rcles of South Carolina, died in Charleston on 
the 10th of April. He was 80 years old. 

William Heywood, the oldest practicing lawyer in 
New Hampshire, and ponaes in the United Stater, 
died in Lancaster, N. H. aged 89 years. 


Wharton Morris of Reading, Pa., one of the oldest 
practioners at the Berks county bar, died suddenly of 
acute disease of the kidneys a short time since. 


Georze Bradshaw, died April 11 in Berlin, Vt., aged 
seventy-seven. He was one of the original promoters 
ofthe New York World, and a well known lawyer. 


George W. Heatland of Salem, Mass.. the oldest 
member of the Essex bar association, and one of the 
oldest graduates of Har:ard, died recently, aged -8 
years. 

Samuel Thompson, for many years a resident of 
Brookline, Mass., and a lawyer with an office at 10 
Tremont street, Boston, died on Aprill!. He was 75 
year old. 

Judge William A. Daniel, a near relative of the late 

Junius Daniels, who was billed at the battle of 
— Court House, May 12, 1864, died at Nor- 
, Va., recently. 

Grosvernor P. Lowrey of the firm of Lowrey, Stone 
& Auerbach of New York, died recently at his home. 
The funeral was attended by many of the vest known 
lawyers in this city. 

Hon. J. H. Winningham of West Plains, Mo., died 
at Hot Springs, Ark., on the 10th of April. He was 
the prose uting attorney of Howell county, and a 
greatly esteemed citizen. 

Judge Rufus P. Tapley, the well-known and em+ 
nent Mai: e jurist died at Saco, Me., April 8, aged 70. 
He wasa man of sterling qualiti~e, exemplary charac 
ter and an honest and upright judge. 

Jadge W. H. Benton of St. Petersburg, Fla., dr pped 
dead in front of his office ov the 10th of April. Deceased 
was 60 years old, and mayor of his city, and a promi 
nent Odd Fellow, he was exceedingly popular and an 
excellent man. 

Thomas H. Dudley, ex United States consul at Liver 
pool, and well known as a lawyer, politician and buat- 
hess man, dropped dead in the waiting room of the 

street station, Philadelphia, Pa., on the 15th. 

He was 74 years of age. 


REMOVALS. 


Ben. Franklin of Unionville, Mo., has removed to 
Macon. 











B. L. Butcher of Beverly, W. Va., is now located at 
t. 


David J. Winton of Buffalo, N. Y., has removed to 
Albion, Pa. 


J. W. Lindsay, formerly of Manning, Ja., is now at 
Des Olnes, 


W. S. Hoover has removed from Bicknell to Vin- 
cennes, Ind. 


F. E. Beane, late of Gardiner, Me., is now located 
at Hallowell. 


8. J. Aiken, formerly of Cleveland, O., has located 
in Knoxville. 


J. B. Lucas, late of Crei hton, Neb., is now located 
at Bloomfield. . 


L. Hanback, formerly of Topeka, Kan., has removed 
Argentine. 


John Wiley. formerly of Iowa is now located at 


ttle, as 


m3 any er formerly of this city is now located at 


W. 8. Emmons, formerly of Greenford, O., has re- 
moved to Smom® y of G d, 
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R. L. Evans, formerly of Clinton, Ky., has removed 
to Abilene, Tex. 


A. I. Nicholas. formerly of Warren, 0., is now locat- 
«ed at Youngstown. 


Gee. E. Towne, formerly of Silver Creek, N. Y., has 
removed to Buffalo. 


J. M. O’Brien & Sous, late of Williams, Ia., are now 
s+ttled at Pomeroy. 

M. J. Connolly, formerly of Gloucester, Mass., is now 
located at Waltham. 

A. M. Switzer. formerly of Butler, O., is now in 
practice at Bellville. 

Clapp & Mavartney, late of Stillwater, Minn., have 
removed to St. Paul. 

John M. Wright, formerly of Silver City, N. M., is 
now at Oakland, Cal. 

George M. Hasock, lately of Uniontown, Pa., has 
located in Pittsburgh. 

C. Hider, formerly of Monroeville, Ind., is now 
located at Fort Wayne. 

Seth T. Camptell, formerly of Pueblo, Colo, has re- 
moved to Ellsworth, Me. 

Harry M. Franklin, formerly of Indianapolis, Ind., 
has removed to Gas City. 

Volney Hoggatt, formerly of Guthrie, O. T., is now 
located at Arkansas City. 

Charles R. Grey, formerly of San Bernardino, Cal., 
bas removed to Riverside. 





Judge S. P. Vanatta, late of Plattemouth, Ia., has 


removed to Council Blufts. 


Geo. B. Ferguson, formerly of Greensburg, Pa., has 
removed to North Carolina. 


D. F. An¢erson, formerly of Youngstown, O., has | 


removed to Olympia, Wash. 

Charles,Mackenzie, formerly of Harrison county, Ia. 
is in practice at Des Moines. 

C. H. Adams, formerly of Cripple Creek, Colo., has 
remeved to Colorado Springs. 

Peter H. Van Auken, formerly of Seneca Falls, N. 
Y., has removed to Rochester. 

H M. Aylesworth, formerly of Leonardsville, N. Y.., 
has removed to West Winfield. 

C. M & J. F. France, formerly of Decatur, Ind., 
are now located at Huntington. 

Col. Eggers, formerly of Prescott 
practicing in San Bernardino, Cal 

Major M. Salazar, formerly of Trinidad, Col., has 
removed to East Las Vegas, N 

A. F. Wentworth, formerly of Moultonboro, N. H.. 
is now located at Rochester, N. H 

A B Melville formerly of Huron, 8S. D, bad gone 
to California to seek a new location. 

Hon. Edwin Willis, formerly of Detroit, Mich., has 
opened an office in Washington, D. C. 

Hon. Geo. Hunt, formerly of Springfield, IL, has 
leit there and opened an office in Chicago. 

Hon. C. E. Estabrooke, formerly of Madison, Wis., 
will remove to Milwaukee at an early date. 


H. M. Johnston & W. A. Maguire, formerly of 
Santa Cruz, Cal., have removod to Bitte, Mont. 


Ariz, is now 


L. T. Huntsman, formerly at Hailey, Idaho, has 
opened an office at Hono.ulu, Sandwich Islands. 

John R. Hadly has removed from Pilainfi ld, to 
Gas City, Iud , where he will locate permanently. 

Hon. W. H. Bailey, Sr., ex-attorney-general and 
code commissioner of North Carolina has removed to 
Houston, Tex. 

L. J. Lemmon, formerly of Boise City, Idaho, has 
removed to Superior, Wis., and entered the firm of 
Pealer & Titua. 

William Gordon of the firm of Jacob & Gordon, 
ba risters at Drayton, Ont., Can., has decided to locate 
in Win-ton, Ont. 

S. H. Piper, formerly of Elk City, Kan., has located 
in Independence, and formed a partnership with J. R. 
Chariton of that city. 


GEO. H. BURROWS & CO. 
Attorneys at Law, 
Rooms 15, 17 and 26 Atwater Block, 
CLEVELAND, OHIO. 





Commercial Law and Mercantile Collections. 


(CLARK VARNUM, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 


Suite 414, Chamber of Commerce Building, 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


Twenty years’ active practice in all Courts 
State and Federal. 








MARTINDALES 
AMERICAN LAW DIRECTORY 


Published Every Two Years. 
READY FOR DELIVERY. 


Next Edition will be Published in June, 1894. 


This is THE ONLY DIRECTORY saat pubis, or pro 
o— to publish, all the Lawyers in the United States and 


It contains OVER 7,000 NAMES, giving careful and 
accurate esting (except in the very large cities) for legal 
— reliability and financial worth. It has no co’ 
petitor, 


It is to the legal profession what Dun's and Bradstreet's 
ks are to the merchants. 


It contains nearly 900 la: octavo pages, printed from 
new type, bound in full law sheep. 


PRICE : 


$10.00 Net; $10.25 if Delivered 
by Mail or Express. 


/ 


067 
PUBLISHER, 
142 La Salle St., CHICAGO, ILL. 


Pe. Fe Bec 
Standard Typewriter Ribbons and 
Carbon Papers. 


Lawyers should send out neat work from their 
offices by using the best ribbons and carbons ob- 
tainable. Use Little’s and it can always be 
Send for Ribbon and Carbon Catalogue, 
or inclose One Dollar for a trial ribbon, andif 
it don’t suit you, the dollar will be returned. 


A. BP LITT 


MANUFACTURER, 
409, 411, 412, 413 Powers’ Com. Buildings, 
ROCHESTER, N. Y. 


mutA MERICAN BANK RAPORTER 


Gives the location, titles and names of all Banks, Bank 
wRs and FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS in the country, with 
their officers, capital, surplus and correspondents, etc. 

Towns and Villages without Banks and the nearest bank- 
ing point. 

A List oF RELIABLE ATTORNEYS, representing every 
City, Town and County, State and section of the 4 
together WITH AN ALPHABETICAL LIST OF ALL OFFICERS 


oF Banks, list of —- banks and bankers, of 
the banking laws of all the States, list of er elena 
the principal cities, and other valuable matter. 

Every BaNKER, Bank NOTARY, CASHIER, BOOKEEEP- 
ER, BROKER, MERCHANT AND BusINEss Man should sub- 
scribe to this work. 

Single Copy, Cloth, (post paid) $2.00 


Yearly Subscription, (which includes 
two cloth bound copies and four paper.) - $6.00 


PUBLICATION OFFICE: 40 Church Street, - New York, 


MeEmpuis, TENN., March 21, 1893. 
Editor The American Bank Reporter : 

‘‘T have received your AMERICAN BaNK REPORTER 
AND ATTORNEY List for 1893. I wish to express my 
entire satisfaction with my investment.” 

J. A. WEBB. 


ORLANDO, FLA., March 25, 1893. 
Editor The American Bank Reporter : 
“ THE auaenee. BaxkK hon a to hand and it 
comes up to its usual high standing.” 
° . W. L. PEELiR. 





done. 





JAMES DOUGHT 


, ATTOREEY AND COUNSELOR ATLAW, 


SLOUX CITY, IOWA. 


COMMERCIAL LITIGATION anp 
COLLEUTIONS A SPECIAL Ty: 
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LIST OF ATTORNEYS. 


REVISED MONTHLY. 


Most of the Attorneys in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks or bankers, in ~~ to inquiries 
for reliable legal correspondents on business matters. 
When ible, send business to attorneys and firms 
sepertel fn capital letters and always mention THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 


&@” Representation in this list will be given 
accredited attorneys on favorable terms. 


DISTRICT OF ——— 
bet sees (Washington 
--- JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 4% st. Refers to 
Lincoln National Bank. 
- a } CALLAN, 472 Louisiana Ave. 
Refers to National Bank of Republic. 


FLORIDA. 
Apalachicola* (Franklin) 
Cedar Keys (Levy) 
Gainesville* (Alachua) 
Jacksonville* (Duval) 
Jasper* (Hamilton) 
——— City, (Volusia) 


W. B. Farley 
Lutterloh, » Ashby & Davis 





ALABAMA. 
Athens* (Limestone) 
— (Jefferson) 
oo ~ & BROWN, Rooms 2 and 3, Steiner 
8. Bank Building. 
we 7 R. P. a Refer to Berney 


National Bank 
Dadeville* (Tallapoosa) Thos. L. Bul 4 
GAR) ~ 202 cccccvecccscccccces E. W. GOOBEY 


Decatur (Mor; 
Florence* (Lauderdale) Ashcroft & Vance 
Greensborough* (Hale) Thos. Seay 
Livingston* (Sumter) Reuben Chapman 
ees —y . J ~ = oo 
on ery* ‘ ontgomery) ohn W. Watts 
Selma* (Dailas ee J. S. Diggs 
Tuscaloosa* (Trascaloosa) Foster & Jones 
Tuscumbia* (Colbert) Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown‘ (Perry) A. C. Davidson, Jr. 


ARIZONA. 


Prescott* (Yavapai) Sanford & Morrison 
Tombstone* (Cochise) Wm. C. Staehle 


ARKANSAS. 
Arkansas City* (Desha) Henry Thane 
Brinkley (Monroe) Palmer & Greenlee 
Clarkeville* (Johnson). ................-- J. E. Cravens 
Eldorado* (Union) F ~~ B. Moore 
Fort Smith* (Sebastian) ry M. Cravens 
Heber* (Cleburne). ................... P. L. STRICKLIN 
Hot Springs* (Garland) JOHN M. HARRELL 
Little Rock* (Pulaski) W. J. Terry 
pny (Columbia) Jefferson Wallace 
Ozark* (Franklin) J. B. Moore 
Haugh Sullivan 
Vance 


CALIFORNIA. 
Alameda (Alameda) . E. 
Colton (San Bernardino). . ...F. F. Oster 
Fresno‘ (Fresno) . A. M. Drew 
Healdsburg (Sonoma) Rose & Pond 
Los anal (Los Ange 
. C. BRODERSEN. eames to Farmers & 


Merc 
- coun MARION BROOKS, ex-U. S. District-At- 
torney. Refers to California Bank. 
Modesto* (Stanislaus) ...-P. J. Hazen 
Oakland* (Alameda). . -; Fred v. Wood 
Pasadena (Los Angeles) — a 
Pomona (Los Angeles). . A. Gallup 
ento* (Sacramento)... ont, T. Devlin 
San Francisco* (San Francisco) .. Fox, Kello one, & Gray 
Stockton* (San Joaquin) Joshua B. Webster 


COLORADO. 
Owen Prentiss 


Denver* (Ara SNOW-CHURCH & CO. 
Ernst & Crammer Building. 

SS SI on ccecisccccnscsccases A. T. DEPUE 
Refers to Bank of Garrison. 


Aspen* (Pitkin) 


‘Story & Stevens 
.... J. H. MECHEM 


C. M. 
idad* (Las Animas) Northcutt & Franks 


CONNECTICUT. 
Ansonia (New Haven) gel 
Bridgeport* = . Stoddard, Bishp & Shelton 
Greenwich (Fairfield) A. Hubbard 
ree eee” Mwy 


0. G. & GEO. ELIOT on. 345 Main st. 
Middleton* a rthur P. Colef 
NEW HAVE 


Ha 4 
NO -CHURCH & CO., Benedict Bldg. 
WHITCOMB & ARMSTRON G, 121 Church st. 
Refer to First and Merchants’ Nat.Bks. 
: er iitt Refers to First Nation- 


Stamford (Fairfield) 

Stonington (New London). . 
wan ow Haven).. 
Windsor ks (Hartford). 


DELAWARE. 
Dover* (Kent) 


Georgetown* (Sussex) 
Kefers to the Farmers’ Bank. 

Wilmington* (New Castle) WM. F. SMALLEY 
Refers to the National Bank of Delaware. 


von Burpee 
. J. W. Johnson 





« (Escambia) 

St. fanieeee? thee (St. John) W. W. Dewhurst 
* (Leon) - Williams 

James T. Sanders 


Tallah 


Lamar Cobb 


CANDLER. Refers to Atlanta 
Nation Bank 
- --SNOW-CHURCH & co., Corner Wall and 
Lloyd streets. 
Bainbridge* (Decatur) 
Buchanan* (Haralson) 
Carrolton* (Carroll) 
Cartersville* (Bartow) Joe 
Valton* (Whitefield) McCutchen & Schumate 
Eastman* (Dodge). . E LAC’ & BISHOP 
Refer to Citizens’ Banking Company. 
Fort Gaines* (Clay) 
Gainesville* (Hall) 
Harmony Grove (Jackson) 
Jessup* (Wayne) 
Lumpkin‘ (Stewart) 
Macon* (Bibb) join % HARDEMA 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Montezuma (Macon) 
| er: C. C. aoe 
Savannah* (Chatham) Geo. W. Owens 
Valdosta* (Lowndes) W.E ‘Thomas 
Waynesboro* (Burke) Lawson, Callaway & Scales 


a E. Donaldson 
. P. Robinson 

Cobb & Walker 
oon 


Boise City* (Ada) Geo. H. Stewart 
Bonner’s Ferry (Kootenai)............ C. H. MERRIAM 
Payette EERE TE J. H. Richards 
Pocatello (Bingham) .............. E. P. Blickensderfer 
Sand Point (Kootenai) 
Weiser (Washington) 


ILLINOIS. 


rry 
Mitchell & Son 


Wise & Davis 
Wooster & Hawes 
H. O. Southworth 

J. W. Bennett 


Alton (Madison) 
Amboy (Lee) 
Aurora (Lane) 
Austin (Cook) 


Bloomington* (McLean) 
Cairo* (Alexander) , 
Carbondale ee Pisenhneak naw aici qf Caldwell 


) 
Champaign (Champaign) 
cHIGaGo” (Cook) 
.-CLARK VARNUM, Suite 414 Chamber of 
Commerce Building, Washington and 
i+ Salle streets. 
* ...-W. B. CUNNINGHAM, 122 La Salle street. 
sitions and ‘collections. 
- -.---SNOW-CHURCH & CO., Ashland Block. 
Danville* (Vermillion) Penwell & Lindley 
D. C. Corley 
E. B. Gilbert 
W.& Ay D. Barge 
8. F. Gilmore 
Baum & Leekley 
-- Williams, a & Williams 
Fred 8. Potter 
John Blackner 
Joliet* (Will) 


Mattoon (Coles) 
Moline (Rock Island) 


Mount Carroll* (Carroll)............ Cc. B. Smith & Son 
Mount Sterling* (Brown).............. J.J. McDonald 
Mount Vernon* (J werened Albert Watson 
Nauvoo (Hancock) George Prank Ritter 


wopERT I L. McKINLAY 
rery de for Edgar County National Bank. 
Peoria* (Peoria 
Carter, Govert & Pape 
Thomas J. Roth 


a ford* (Winne 
Rock Island* (Rock —_ ) 
yes th tl mm 


omen (Lawrence). . 
Sycamore* (De Kalb). : 
aylorville* (Christian). 
Toledo* (Cumberland). . . 
Vandalia* (Fayette)... 
Waterloo* (Monroe)... 
Winchester* (Scott). . 
Woodstock* McHenry). F 
Yorkville* (Kendall) 





INDIANA. 
Anderson* (Madison) 9 tot th B. JACKSON 
Refers to Citizens’ Bank of A 


Cambridge te 
Churubusco (W Biches ql 
Columbia City* (Wh hey) pahasdecdnanaal E. K. Strong 
Crawfordsville* (Montgomery) a & Risting 
Elkhart* (Elkhart) ry 
Evansville* 4 and 
Elwood (Madison) 
Refers t» Citizens’ Exchange Ban 
Fairmount (Grant) 
Fort Wayne* (Allen) 
Huntin ton* (Huntin 
INDIAN mer 
- — D& HEROD. Refer to any bank ip 


= _-- FREDERICK WEBSTER, Commercial Club 
uw 
Inwood (Marshall) 
a (Noble) 
wafayette (Ti anoe) 
egmen rt* ( a) 
Mount Vernon* (Posey) 
Muncie* (Delaware) 
Nappanee (Elkhart) 
Peru* (Miami) shell 
Plymouth* (Marshall) ..........-...-- R. B. OGLESBEE 

Refers t» First National Bank. 
Princeton* (Gibson) 
ae ene (Wayne) 

oc rt* (Spencer) 
Shelby ville” Shelby) 
South Bend* (St. Joseph) 
Teegarden (Marshall) 
Terre Haute* (Vigo) 
Valparaiso* (Porter) 
Vincennes* (Knox) 

Refers to First National Bank. 
Wabash* ( ‘\ abash) Oliver Bogue 
Walnut (Marshall) See Plymouth 
Winamac* (Pulaski) ..........-....--0++-+- Nye & Nye 
Worthington (Greene) H. C. Shaw 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Ardmore (Pickins) Jackson & pa 
Muscogee* (Creek & Cherokee N.) Shepard & She hoped 
Purcell (Pontotoc) Geerge M. 

South McAlester (Choctaw Nation)..Harley & Gordon 


See Plymouth 

Theo. L. Graves 

Geo. B. Chamberlin 

Nelson & Myers 

. Ww __ L po 
regory & Silverbu 

J.S. McEn ntatfer 


Land & Gamble 


Love & Morrison 
John A. Hibberd 
See Plymouth 


W. E. Pinne 
JONATHAN KEIT 


Adair (Dallas) 
Bedford* (Taylor) . B. 
NIE EN. cvanskncdes ccveneckGaakah W.c 
Britt (Hancock) 
Burlington* (Des Moines) 
Carroll* (Carroll) 
Cedar Rapids (Linn) 
Charles City* —. 
Cherokee* (Cherokee 
Council Bluffs* (Pottawattamie) 
Davenport* (Scott) Becker & Thuenen 
Des Moines* (Polk) CUMMINS & WRIGHT 

Refer to lowa National and Valley National Banks 
Dubuque" Denese) onroe M. a 
Eldora* (Hardin) -éwbe 6okeatddedeemmae C. E. Al 
Emmetsburg* ea Alto) McCarthy & Linderman 
Glenwood* ( 8. ¢ Gilliland 
Hamburg* (F a 
Iowa City~ (Johnson) 
Keokuk" (Lee) 
Knoxville* (Marion) LC 
Le Mars* (Plymouth)..............--..-- J. U. Sammis 
Marengo* (Iowa) 
Marshalltown* ty ) 
Mason City* ce rro Gordo) 
Mount are ( nggold) 
Nashua (Chickasaw) .. 
Newton* (Jas sper) 
Ottumwa* (Way - 

Refers to F 
Rock Rapids* (Lyon) 


Stone & Dawson 


*Sigourney* (Keokuk)............ weeosbens J. P. 
sloux ori y= oive emearas 


MES sib Commercial htigation. 

” ase “CHAS. K. WILLIAMS. Refers to Security 
National and Iowa Savin 
) Mac 


Tipton* (Cedar 

aterloo* (Black Hawk) 
Webster City* 
Winterset ( 


Belleville* (Republic, 
Beloit* (Mitchell) 
Bird City (Cheyenne) 
Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ B: 
Burlin * (Cottey) 
Columbus* ( “oom 
Concordia* (Cloud) .... 





THE WALTERS COLLECTION COMPANY, OMAHA, NEBRASKA, (incorporated.) 
WANTS A RELIABLE ATTORNEY IN EVERY CITY. 
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THE _SRERICAR LA WYER. 


‘ort Scott* (Bourbon). . 
mb City” (Finney). . 
Garnett* (A 
Great Bend* = 

Harper (Harp 

BePatha* ( 
toe (0 Shem opkine 
foxie* (Sheridan) ultheis 
Humboldt* (Allen) 

lutchinson” (Reno) Wright ‘& Stout 
Jetmore* (Hodgeman) Jno. F. Curran 
Jewell City cas: eS J.C. Postlethwait 
Junction City* (Geary) John O. Marshall 
Kansas City* (Wyandotte)............... E. S. Earbart 
Kingman* (Kingman) W. G. Tetirick 
Larned* (Pawnee) W. H. Vernon 
Lyona* (Rice) Jones & Jones 

SA CDs ccwnecenvccevsncosst Jobu E. Hestin 
Marion* (Marion) King & Kelley 
Marysville’ (Marshall) Glass & Pollack 
McPherson* (McPherson) Carr & Johnson 
Meade* (Me i crccunssedte dennsaaeeaanead S. W. Miles 

Minneapolis* (Ottawa) George W. Hurley 
ee City" (Linn) John W. Poore 
Newton’ (Harvey) Brown & Kline 
Werton™ (Norton),...............cceee- ." A. Thompson 
Osborne* (Osberne) F. Robinson 
Ottawa* (Franklin) 
Paola* (Miami) 
Parsons ( Labette) 
Pittsburg (Crawford) 
Russell* (Russell) 
Salina* (Salina) 


F. Campbell 
m Muaiiton Brown 





Webb & Caldwell 
Morris Cliggitt 
H. G. Lain 
Garver & Bond 
Sante Fe* (Haskell) D. D. Temple 
St. Mary's (Pattawatomie) Hagan & Mackay 
EY CE icc doncasindsambdmewien J. W. Rose 
Smith Centre* (Smith) Uhl & Pickler 
SD cacccuséenbesesdbeensens J. R. Brobst 
Topeka* (Shawnee v L. Call 
Wa Keeney* (Trego) Lee Monroe 
Wellington* (Summer)................ Ferguson & Dey 
Wichita" (Sedgwick). .... -ROHRBAUGH & RAUCH 
Refer to Sedgwick County Bank. 
Winfield* (Crowley) F. C. Hunt 
Yates Center* « Woodson) . H. Slavens 


KENTUCKY. 
Bowling Green* (Warren) . W. Mansfield 
Covington* (Kenton) Si & Si 
Frankfort* (Franklia) D. W. Lindsey 
ED cccacdancsaensasnens H. D. GREGORY 
Henderson* (Henderson).......... S. B. & R. D. Vance 
Louisville* (Jefferson) Strother & Gordon 
gi SRS ee R. O. Hester 
Middlesborough (Bell) Chas. A. Wood 
Newport* (Campbell) Nelson Desha 
Paducah* (McCracken) 
Paris* (Bourbon) 





die 
Beckner & Jouett 


LOUISIANA. 


Donaldsonville* (Ascension) Edmund Maurin 


Marksville* (Avoyelles)..............-.W. R. HOWARD | Muskegon* (Muskegon) 


Monroe" (Ouachita) 
New Orleans* (Orleans) 


MAINE. 
Auburn* (Androscoggin) .............-. J. W. Mitchell 
Angusta* (Kennebec) Tascus Atwood 
(Penobscot) -- Fox & Gentleman 
Geo. F. Haley 
O. P. Cunningham 
Fred I. Campbell 
Crosby & Crosby 


. Sholars 
Merrick & Merrick 





poh eS 

eld (Washington) 
Dexter (Penobscot) . 
Gardiner (Kennebec) 
Lewiston (Androscoggin) 
Portland* (Cumberiand) Levi Turner Jr. 
Rockland* (Knox)............. C. E. & A. S. Littlefield 
Saco* (York) Geo. E. Grant 
Thomaston (Knox) Joseph E. Moore 
Waterviile (Kennebec) ‘ F. A. Waldron 


—— 
BALTIMORE* (Balti 
.... SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO., St. Paul and 
Baltimore sts. Mercantile law and 
collections. 
. SAMUEL S. BOGGS. Sree Rechanine’ Nat. 
Bank. Law and collec agency. 
.-BONDED COLLECTION AGENCY. Daily 
Record Building Refers to Fidelity & 
Deposit Co. of Maryland. 
..W. 2s . RALEIGH, Manager Merchants’ 
tectiv -e Credit & Collection Bureau. 
SNOW CHURCH & CO., 549-554 Equitable 
Building. 
Bel Air* (Harford) oT DAVIS 
Cumberland’ (Allegany) . Henderson 
Denton* (Caroline) 
Easton* (Talbot) ................0s--- J. Frank Turner 
Elkton* (Cecil) Jones & Haines 
Frederick* (Frederick)............s-s-+« U. V. S. Levy 
Hagerstown* (Washington) Armstrong & Scott 
Princess Anne* (Somerset) Dennis & Bratton 
Salisbury* (Wicomico) 
Snow Hill* (Worcester) 
Westminster (Carroll) 


MASSACHUSETTS. 
Jacob T. Choate 





Amesbu (Essex) 

Barnstable* (Barnetable) 

oe (Suffolk) 

ee, ra BAKER, 178 Devonshire st. 
Refe Broadwa' 4 National Bank. 

- JOHN HASKELL BUTLER, Globe Build’g, 
244 Washington atreet., 


“ 


| Pittsfield’ (Berkshire)............ 


| Marquette* (M — 








Boston (Contione’. 
MES E. KELLEY. 220 Devonshire stree 
“i “READ! 7 LEGAL 4 ‘MERCANTILE AGENCY 
Manager 
bss , SNOW ¢ CHURCH & co., 9 Franklin st. 
Brockton | (P MNa666hndnccaneasé yt 4. —_ 
Brookfield X orchester) 
Cambridge* (Middlesex) gilsenT ry Pa “PEVEY 
Refers to First National Bank 
Fall River (Bristol). ............c.scceee Swift & Gimre 
Fitchburg* (Worcester) Chas. S. Haden 
Gloucester (Essex)............. samuel Chas. A. Russell] 
Haverhill (Essex) Moody & Bartlett 
Holyoke (Hampden)... er -R. O. Dwight 
Lawrence* (Essex) 
Lee (Berkshire) 
Lowell* (Middlesex) 
Lynn (Essex) 
Malden (Middlesex) 
Mansfield (Bristol) 
Mi'ford (Middlesex) 
New Bedford* (Bristol)............2 Alex. M. Goods: 
Newburyport® (Easex)...................- N. H. Jones 
E. M. Wood 
uincy (Norfolk) William As A. Pattie 
Salem* (Essex)...............-+- Elbridge R. Anderson 
Springfie sld* (Hampden).. ‘ Henry W. Bosworth 
Taunton* (Bristol) G. Edgar Williams 
Waltham (Middlesex) y » 
Watertown (Middlesex)................. J. 
Weymouth (Norfolk) ..Champlin, Ryther & Wentworth 
Winchester (Middlesex) Geo. S. Littlefield 
Worcester* (Worcester) CHAS. F. STEVENS 
Refers to First and Central National Banks. 


~anamene-* 
Allegan* (Allegany) . B. Williams & Son 
Ann Arbor* (Washtenaw)......... 7. F. —- nce 
Battle Creek (Calhoun) 
Bay City* (Bay) 
Bellaire* (Antrim) 
Benton Harbor (Berrien)... ....... ; ..A. Plummer 
Crosswell a. Wilford Maciem 
DE T ‘ROL T* (Wayn 
BOWEN, DOUGLAS & WHITING, 80 to 85 
Moffat Buildin 
.-.LEMUEL H. FOSTER, 53 Buhl Block. 
--SNOW-CHURCH & CO., Whitney Opera 
House. 
Eaton Rapids saad encdddducsaaanbaal J. M, Corbin 
Flint* (Genesee) .. phnthadeed<ine . Geo. M. Sayles 
Frankfort (Benzie). Deen eacd ikaehin henna > 3 tome 
Gladwin* (Gladwin) 
Grand Rapids* (Kent) 

Old Houseman all 
Houghton* (Houghton)... 
Ionia* (lonia) 
ey, (Marquette) 
Jackson (Jackson) . Lodge & Ashley 
Kalamazoo* (Kalamazoo) Boudeman & Adams 
Lansing (Ingham)..................- -W 


John J. Harvey 
Henry F. Hurlburt 


.. Leavitt & Guile 


-Stone & Gra - 
.F. D. M. Da 
Hayden & Young 


Midland* (Midla 


Otsego (Allegan) 

Pontiac* (Oakland) 

Saginaw* (S 

Sand Beach ( ) 

Sault Ste. Marie* (Chippewa). Memgnen, OREN aSNELL 
Refer to First National Bank. 

Three Rivers (St. —- R. R. erneeet. Go, E. Miller 

West Branch* (Ogemaw) . cece Snodgrass 

Ypsilanti (Washtenaw) D. C. Griffin 


MINNESOTA. 


Albert Lea* (Freeborn) 
Austin* (Mower) 
Brainerd (Crow Wing) 
Canby (Yellow Medicine) 
Duluth” (St. Louis) 


Henderson* (Sible W.H. 
Long Prairie* (T K pudtédcdneeh anne J.D. Van Dyke 
eget im) 
= Sait 5 & FIFIELD, Rooms 434-437 Bank 
Lo FY Building. 
- _SNOW. avi RCH & CO., Bank of Commerce 
ing. 
Montevideo* (Chippewa) Lynder A. Smith 
Moorhead* (Clay) -EDWIN ADAMS 
Refers to Moorhead National Bank. 
Rochester* (Olmsted) .......... HENRY C. BUTLER 
Refers to First anne 5 Bank 
St. Paul* (Ramsey) ......... ..SNOW-CHURCH & CO. 
Pioneer Press Building. 
St. Peter* (Nicollet) A. Stone 
Stillwater (Washington Clapp & ‘AicCartney 
West Duluth (St. Louis) Chas. 
Winona* (Winona) 


MISSISSIPPI. 


Aberdeen* (Monroe) 

Canton* (Madison) 

Holly Spring* (Marshall) 

Meridian* (Lauderdale) 

Natchez* Se: 

Rosedale* he 
MOORE & JONES. Refer to Bank of Rose- 


“ _.- CHARLES ROSES, President Bank of 
Vicksburg* Pe yl seese Dabney & McCabe 


Cochran & Bozeman 
Ernest E. Brown 





MISSOURI. 


Refers to First National Bank. 
Independence* (Jackson)............- Jno. N. Southern 
SeMeraem City® (Calle). ..ccccccccccccccccese J.C. Fisher 


Joplin (Jasper) Galen Spencer 
ITY* oy 
.-CHAS. 


K — 
: ADAMS, New York Life Bldg. 
_F4 to Metropolitan Nat'l Bank. 
” —— iL. MUSSEY, 515 Main street. 
reial and corporation law. 
” SNOW. CHURCH &CO., Fifth & Main sts. 
 - me City* (Macon) 
—— (DeKalb) 
riy* (Randolph) 
Neoane (Newton) 
Osceola* (St. Clair) 
St. Joseph* (Buchanan) 
Highes Building. 
ST. LOUIS. —_— CHURCH &CO., 321-4 Commercial 


e _GERRIT H. WHEN BROEK, 304 North Sth st. 
C. L. Wilson 


Slowarteri (Greene) . i adiidacnkoomuenaaal 
wartsville (De Kalb) 

m (Boone 
Tree m* (Grundy) W.E. Clark 
Unionville* (Putnam) BEVERLY H. BONFOEY 

Refers to National Bank of Unionville. 

Warrensb SE iniccacdencenssaues S. P. Spark 
Webb City (Jasper) Wittich & Devore 


MONTANA. 
Bi lings* (Yellowstone) 
Butte City* (Silver Bow) 
Great Falls (Cascad - 
Hamilton (Missoula) NOBERY | A. TO HAR 
Refers to Western Montana ee —. 
Helena* (Lewis & Clarke) 
Neihart a er) 
Refers to First National Bank 
White Sulphur Springs” (Meagher). -A 


NEBRASKA. 

Auburn* (Nemaha) we & Pan 
Benkelman* (Dundy) James 
Central a icecnsudeneted J. E. 5 Na aa 
Fremont* a ~> is 
Geneva* (Fillmore) 
Gothenburg (Dawso 

Refers to Bank ¢ of Gothenburg. 
Grand Island* (Hall) 
Hastings* (Adams) 
Hayes Centre” (Hayes) . A. 
Kearney* (Buffalo) JOHN E. DEG 
Lincoln* (Lancaster) HARWOOD, AMES & PETTIS 

Attorney for First National Bank. 
North Platte* (Lincoin) 
Oakdale* (Antelope) 
Omaha (Douglass) 

316 South Fifteenth street. 
Pawnee City* (Pawnee) 
Rushville* (Sheridan) 
i ree F. M. No 
York* (York) Geo. W. 


N. C. Bainum 


Belmont* (Nye)......-..--------- seeeees J. M. outs 
Carson City* (Ormsby).............-.+-------- — Coffin 
Reno* (Washoe) 


NEW JERSEY. 
Asbury Park (Monmouth) 
Atlantic City* (Atlantic)... 
Belvidere* (Warren)... - 
Bordentown (Burlington 
Camden* (Camden) 


Flemington* (Hunterdon).... 

Freehold* (Monmouth FREDERICK f PARKER 
Refers to Central National Bank. 

Hackensack* (Bergen). ......----------- Cc. W 

Hackettstown (Warren) 

Hoboken (Hudson) 

Jersey ~ CIID. «once cotcuscsnd J. 

Mount Holly* (Burlington) Walter A. Barrows 

—— ( x) John L. Johnxon 

New ee (Middlesex) — 





( ) 
Woodbury* (Gloucester)............-... ..-Lewis Starr 








re WALTERS COLLECTION COMPANY, OMAHA, NEBRASKA, (incorporated.) 


ces :—Omaha Nat. Ba k, Omaha, Neb. ; Kopperl & Co., Bankers, Chicago ; Lyon & Healy, Chicago, Il.; Hon. A. U. Wyman, Ex-U. S. Treas., Omaha, Neb. 








NEW MEXICO. 
et thn 


f iticcdc cetheaunenensscne J. D. Brooks 
aap YORK. 


Ro! . 
baa & Borst 
yuga) W. H. SEWARD, Jr. 
96 Genesee street. Collections oom tly made. 
Batavia* (Genesee) Frank 8 k S. 


(Ontario) HENRY M. FIELD 
lock. Refers to pemeee < Co., 
e 


bankers 
MES B. OLNEY 


Dunkirk (Chautauqua) 
Elmira* (Chemung) 


Jamestown mene. .Bootey. oe & Weeks 
Johnstown* (Fulton) FAYETTE E. MOYER 
Refers to Bradstreet's and ma Johnstown Bank. 


NEW YORK: (New ae) F. & G. W. Bowen 


“CARTER, HUGHES & Aan, 96 Broad- 


" _.GILBERT E ELLIOTT | LAW W CO., 206 or 
Refers rchants’ Exchange N 
os _. HASTINGS * *GLEASON, 265 Broadway. 
Attorneys for Nat. Bank of Republic. 
si --SNOW-CHURCH & CO., 265-267 Broadway. 
Ogdensbur, = Lawrence).......... Louis Hasbrouck 
Oswego* (Oswego 
Peeks’ (Westchester) . 
Plattsburgh* (Clinton). . 
Potsdam (St. Lawrence). 


Poughkeepsie* (Dutchess) . H 
ee CASSIUS C. DAVY 


Corporation, commercial and banking law. At- 
torney for East Side Savings Bank. 
Rome (Oneida) 


Troy* (Rensselaer) 
Utica* (Oneida) 
Watertown’ (Jefferson) 
Whitehall (\\ ashington) 
Yonkers (Westchester) 


NORTH CAROLINA. 
Asheville* (Buncombe)............... P. . ynaes 
Charlotte* (Mecklenburg).............- —— 
Greenville* a PER oR OS yson 
Mt wd (Si arr) GEO. We * SPARGER 
ers to — 8 Metical Bank, vie N.C 
Raleigh (Wak Jno W Hinsdale 
Shelby (Cleveland) Gidney & Webb 
Statesville* (Iredell) FRANK D. OWACKETT 
Refers to Wallace Bros., merchants «x ooo 
Williamston* (Wilkes).................. 
Wilmington* (New Hanover) imebeut MEARES 
Refers to Atlantic National Bank 


NORTH DAKOTA. 


Albert M. Powell 


a: a 
Fargo* (Cass) 


Northwood (Grand Forks) 
Refers to State Bank of Northwood 


Akron* (Summi' 


aa (Hamil 
-JOSEPH cox. hes Chamber of Commerce 


W. F. Sawyer 
’. Miller & Semanene 


Buildin 
= me ~~ 1AS, ete 99 W. Fourth street. 


u-chuRch ational Collecting Co. 
» ----SNOW-CHURCH & CO., 4th and Vine sts. 
Cleveland* | Coyehems 


- EW |, GODDARD, Society for Savings Bldg. 
Refers i Permission to First Nat. B 
” - SNOW- a CH &CO., Society for Savings 


din 
Cotombon (Franklin - 
m* (Mon ery) 
phos (allen es 
Kenton 


Arnold & Morton 
Gottschalk & Brown 
Horace A. Reeve 


THE AMERIC 


; Connellsville a 





Ripley (Bvown) 

Refers to Citizens’ National Ban 
Toledo* (Lucas) 

318 Madison st. 
Van Wert* (Van Wert) 

Refer to Van Wert National Bank. 


OKLAHOMA ehmenee =? 6 
ee eh come) HAVENS & ORNER 
sher* 


McBride e Smith 
OL a (Okl ites . SWEET & DEAN 
—— (Pa: Bees icin jncaenninpc wikia J. S. WORKMAN 


ers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. 


HENRY S. BUNKER ls 
Refers to Bradstreets A genc 
MARBLE & Saiz 


ae -Hanghey, 


AN 


OREGON. | 
Portland* (Multnomah) 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
re J. S. LEISENRING 
Commercial Law and Collections yo? 
Bellefonte* (Centre) Bea & Dale 
Bethlehem (Northampton) m. C. pase 
Brad (McKean & Byl 


‘ord 
Brookville* (Jefferson) .W ITE 
Refers to Jefferson County Nationa Ben 
Chambersburg" (Franklin)............... J. D. "Ludwig 
Chester (Delaware) — wu ~! 


Easton™ (Northampton 
Collections a epoel 
Erie* (Erie) 
Gettysburg* Adams) 
Harrisburg* (Dauphin) 
Hazelton , 
Honesdale: (Wayne) 
Johnstown (Camuria) 
Lancaster paneaie) 


Meade D. Detwiler 
Philip V. Weaver 
E. 7 —or 





ee —— (Mifflin) 

Refers to Wm. Russell & Son, bankers. 
pan oopere (Alle; egheny) 
Meadvi (Crawford) 
New Castle* (Lawrence) 

Refers to National a of Lawrence County. 
Norristown* ( “ ontgomery F. DANNEHOWER 
—e = (Philatel 

--- SHRIVER, BARTLETT & CO. Allen C. 
taidaloton and Walter D. Griscom. 433, 
435, 437 Chestnut st. Law, Collections, 


ae ean: 
i: .-- JAMES C. SELLERS, Drexel Bldg. Refers 
to Provident Life & Trust Co. 

es -SNOW-CHURCH & CO., 608 610 Chestnut st. 
PITTSBURG H* (Allegheny) 

..DUN a KING,121 Fourth ave. Commer- 
law and collections. 

- _SAMUEL J. GRAHAM. 150 ith ave. Com- 

mercial, probate law and collections. 

” ..--MERCANTILE PROTECTIVE BUREAU, 708 

. Pennave. Geo. H. Connick, Mgr. 

= ----4. M. & W. F. ROBB, 143 4th ave. Com- 

me? cial law and collections. 

” -SNOW-CHURCH & CU., 83 Diamond st. 
Pottsville* (Schuylkill) Arthar J. Pilgrim 
Reading* (Berk. H. A. Zieber 
Ridgeway* (Elk) George A. Rathbun 
Scranton* (Lackawanna)................ cdward Miles 
Sunbury* (Northumberland) Geo. Hill 
Titusville (Crawford) _n Byles 
Uniontown" (Fayette)............... -H. L. Robinson 
‘West Chester* (Chester) ....... JAMES c SELLERS 

Refers to National Bank of Chester County. 

Wilkes Barre* (Luzerne) Geo. Urquhart, Jr. 

Williamsport* (Lycoming) T. M. B. Hicks 

York* (York) Nevin M. Wanner 
RHODE ISLAND. 

Bristol* (Bristol) 

Ne * (Newport 

Providence* (Providence) ioun T. BLODGETT 

27 Custom House st. Refers to First Nat'l Bank 
Pawtucket (Providence)........... .. .... J.L Jenks 
Woonsocket (Providence) 


SOUTH CAROLINA. 


Beaufort* (Beaufort) T Verdier 
ee (Charlesto: 
MORDECAI & GADSDEN, P. O. Box 156. 
Refer to any bank in Charleston. 
” - -SIMONS, SIEGLING & CAPPELMANN, 46 
Broad street. Attorneys for German- 
American Trust & Savings Bank. 
- ..-- SMYTHE & LEE, 7 Broad st. Refer to 
First National Bank. 
Orangeburg* (Orangeburg)........... P. T. Hildebrand 
SOUTH DAKOTA. 
Bangor (Walworth) 
Chamberlain* (Brule) ‘ ’ 
Hot ee. SE Dass -s0ccedketuensont L. 
Mound City* A staged A. Southerland 
Pierre* (H es) Peacock & March 
fis (Minnehaha) 


SIOUX F 
U.S.G. CHERRY. Refers to Union Trust 
Co. and Minnehaha National Bank. 
.-BAILEY & VOORHEES. Refer toMinnehaha 
and Sioux Falls National Banks. 
TENNESSEE. 
Brownsville* (Haywood) 
Chattanooga* (Hamilton) 
49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third Nat’ 1 Bank. 


LBERTSON 


~~ uel Norris 
. P. Sheftield 


fe 
Memphis* (Shelby) 
Nashville (Davidson) 
* (White)... 
averly* (Humphreys) 


Lcmeel R. Campbell 
M. A. Cummings 
T. Shannon 


Austin* (Travis) 
Coleman” (Coleman) 

Refers to the First Nationa] Bank of C via 
Corsicana* ( 


E] Paso* (El Paso) 
Refers to El Paso National ee og 
Fort Worth* (Tarrant) 


A S&. brag Jr. 
HITE 


sicGarmick & = 
B. MERC SANT | 








gros cencdsaesscccsct F.F. W ot 


LAW YER. 


C. A. K 
Scarborough & — 


Ogden* (Weber) Valentine Gi 
Salt Lake* (Salt Lake)........---- Jaa. A. Willian 


VERMONT. 
Bellows Falls (Windham).................. L.M 
pee | indham).. “ 

n* (Chittenden)... - Enright 
Montuslier (Washington) Dillingham & Huse 
ae aw og A had, mr pgm Leneewesecemuad C. D. Ed 

, 


8 
St. Johnsbury* (Caledonia) 
Woodstock* (Windsor) 


VIRGINIA. 
Alexandria* (Alexandria) Samuel G. Bent 
Charlottesville* (Albemarle — Woods 
Christiansburg* (Montgomery) See Radford 
Clifton Forge Caen... ieeceneed DUNCAN & KiNG 
Refer to Alleghany 
Danville (Pitteylvania).............. . E. E. BOULDIN 
Collections, Making and Looking after Invest. 
ments fur Capitalists. 
Fredericksburg eee -. 
Harrisonburg* (Roc ae ham) 
Collections a spec 
Lexington* (Rockbndge)” 
ee sme (Campbell) 
chester* (Chestertield)... 
Norfolk* —-. 
—_— oo ~ 
ulask 


RICHMONT Db (ears 
JAM 


--Marye & Fitzhugh 
JOHN E. ROLLER 


Naina Bank. 
8 LYONS, 111 East Main st. (P.O, 
269.) 


7 SNOW. CHURCH & CO., 1002 East Main st. 
Suffo k* (Nansemond, 
Winchester* (frederick) 


WASHINGTON. 
Colfax* (Whitman) Doolittle & Pritchard 
Olympia* (Thurston) John F. Gowey 
Port Townsend* (Jefferson) M. B. Sacho 
Seattle* (King) 





Spokane* cio ) 
acoma* (Pierce) EASTERDAY a EASTERDAY 
Refer to any bank in the city. 
Walla Walla* (Walia Walla) Anders & Brents 


-. WEsT VIRGINIA. 
Charleston* (Jefferson) 
Clarkesburg* (Harrison) 
Grafton’ (Taylor) 
Huntington* (Cabell 
Martinsburg* (Berkel 
Parkersburg* (Wood). y WuTCHINSON ry HUTCHINSON 
Chief Counsel in West V irgivia for : & O. R.R.Co, 
Ravenswood Jackson) N.C, PRICKITT 
Refers to Bank of Ravenswood. 
Erskine & Alliston 


Wheeling* (Ohio) 
WISCONSIN. 
Abnapee (Kewaunee) .. --PARKER & DECKER 
Refer to State Bank of Kewaunee. 
App eton* (Outagomie) 
aimee Pe 
wa is* (Chippewa) 
Eau Claire* (Eau Chae) 


Martin Kergh 
Herman Pfund 
Marinette* (Marinette) Simpson & Scudder 
MILWAUKEE* (Milwaukee) 
“2 .-. JAMES DOUGLAS, 513-514 Pabst Bldg. 
Refers to First National Bank. — 
sie -SNOW-CHURCH & CO., 102 Wisconsin st. 
Supenor* (Douglas) See West Superior 
Wausau* (Marathon).Silverthorn, Hurley, fe wot ones 
West Superior (Douglas). ..........-..-- 
Refers to Bank of Commerce. 


WYOMING TERRITORY. 
Cheyenne” (Laramie) 
Evanston* (Uinta) 


W. Mann 
Saas H. "White 


Po 


won e LaPrairie* (PortageLaPrairie). A.A.McLennan 


nipeg, — 
MacDonald, Tupper, Phippen & Tupper 
NEW BRUNSWICK. 
Moncton, (Westmoreland) 
St. John* (St. John) A.W. McRae 


NX 
Annapolis Royal* (Annapolis) Ww. M. DeBlois 
Sydney* (Cape Breton) . Gillies & Mac Echen 
armouth* (Yarmouth) Sandford H. Pelton 
Chatham* (Kent) 


oe Le 
Toronto* (Y ork) & Casse 
Hamilton* (Wentworth) GANSCALLEN, CAHILL & moss 
Refer to the Bradstreet Company. 


EC. 
| Moneres ‘al’ (Montreal) : R. D. McGIBBON, 9. C. 
Life Bldg. Att'y to Na Bk of Hal fax. 
o i ‘(Quebec Diet.) >. ) .....Caron, Pentland & Stuart 
Fatevinn (MheMiTa). ..cccccccccscocccescces D. DARBY 
Attorney for Eastern Townships Bank. 


THE WALTERS COLLECTION COMPANY, OMAHA, NEBRASKA, (Incorporated. 


Are revising the second edition of their Legal Directory, which will be second to none in ihe United States - enngintiae: sand reliability of their Attorneys. 
The Directory is distributed gratis to the wholesale houser 
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NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. 


* (Alberta) 
Calgary” ““"'W. L. BERNARD. Estab. 1888, Solicitor 
to Legal & Commercial Exchange of 
Canada. Collections a specialty. Re 
fers to Imperial Bank of Canada. 
«  ....£. CAVE. Refers to Bank of Montreal or 
any local bank. aes — 
Regina asiniboia)........-.-...--. tt & Hamilton 
“a BRITISH COLUMBIA. ame on 
rrr . M. Yar we 
Haney eotminster® (Wentetinstat) cccccccccccscccccss 
ee Armstrong, Eckstein & Gaynor 
Vancouver ‘CC era ee L. H. Hallett 
Victoria* (Victoria)...... Drake, Jackson & Helmcken 





J EDW. MERSHON, 
7 Attorney at Law, 
DES MOINES, IOWA. 








References by permission : 
Des Moines National Bank ; 
Hon. F. T. Campbell, ex-Railroad Commissioner, Des 
Moines. 
First National Bank, Newton, Iowa, 
































SIZE 6x7. - 











GILBER ELLIOTT, President. 







COUNSEL 
Gtbert Elliott. 
Jchn 7, Booth. 
Gilbert Elliott, Jr 
Wilham FE. Deane. 







ST. LOUIS OFFICE 
317 Olive Street. 














prompt and careful attention. 












To my Friends and Clients :— 





and clerks, skilled in the business will remain. 
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THE 
Secretarys MAanvat, 


REVISED AND ENLARGED. 


Contains Over One Hundred Forms of 
Articles of Incorporation, By-Laws, Complete General 
and Special Records, Minute Book, Entries, Resolu- 
tions, Certificates, Notices, Petitions, Bonds, etc., etc. 
Also citations from late corporation decisions as to 
Qualifications, Rights, Duties and Obligations of 
Stockholders and Officers, Legal Method of Executing 
Corporate Business, etc. No Corporation Office 
Complete Without It, 


Cloth Bound, Price, $1.50, post paid. 





Address THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
P. O. Box 411, New York City. 








HAND - BOOK 


FOR BANK OFFICERS. 


By GEO. M. COFFIN, 


A Practical and Reliable Text Book on 
National Banks, in which the most 
important Topics are Concise- 
ly and Clearly Treated. 


Greene County National Bank, Carrollton, 1il.—Cashier 
Ornan Pierson. ‘‘ The book is neat, in- 
structive and well worth the money to any er.” 


First National Bank, Springfield, Mo.—Assistant Cashier 
A. F.C “Your book is well worth the 
money.” 

First National Bank, Decatur, Tex.—Cashier Benj. F 

Atlen. “ It is the very thing for bank officers, and 
I would not be without it for an 


Price, $1.50, Postpaid. 


Address THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
P. O. Box 411, New York City. 
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ENTIRELY AUTOMATIC. 





One large spring does all the work. 





14 
Offices 613, 614, 615. 





Sold in handsome hard wood, silver-mounted case. 
One lever operates all the cutting punches, 


Will cut top, side, or on lower line of check. 
It has a positive, unvarying check feed. - - 





ELEGANCE, 
RAPIDITY. 
SIMPLICITY. 
CONVENIENCE. | 

- ACCURACY. 
Made with care of the best materials by skilled mechanics.DURAB/LITY. 


THE UNITED STATES CHECK PUNCH CO., 
BROADWAY, N.Y. 


Wm. D. ELGEerR, Manager 





E. F. KRANTZ, Vice-President. 


GILBER7 ELLIOTT, Jr., Treasurer & Manager, Notary Public. 


La Ww Office Ss 


[ncorporated. 


Paid-in Capital, $40,000. 


206 Broadway. 


New York, January 16th, 1899, 


We beg to announce that we have this day purchased the long established and well-known LAW and COLLECTION 
business of Gilbert Elliott, Esq., and will continue it as usual at the same address. 





THEODORE C. CLARKE, Secretary 


Gilbert Etlhott Law Company, 


SPECIALTIES: 
Collections. 

Commercial Law. 

Corporation Law. 
Patent Law. 


There will be no change in the management; the entire office furce of over twenty attorneys, collectors, stenographers 
And with increased facilities we expect to give all matters entrusted to us 


Yours respectfully, 





GILBERT ELLIOTT LAW COMPANY. 


Yours sincerely, 


In order to obtain the division of management necessary to keep pace with my rapidly growing business, I have incor- 
Porated the above Company and have turned over to it my offices, furniture, law books, claims and suits on hand, and be- 
Speak for the Company a continuation of your business. The office force will all remain with the Company. 

Thanking you for your favors in the past, I am 


GILBERT ELLIOTT. 


























































































































































































3 Albany Law School 


EsTaBLISHED 1851. 
(COURSE, ONE YEAR. 
For full particulars, 
Address DEAN or SECRETARY, Albany, N.Y. 
Graduates will please forward their addresses. 


“it don’t lie!” 


Which? The ‘ Tickler’’— Smith’s 
office one. A small but handsome 
wooden box with a big mouth; re- 
membering with unerring accuracy 
and AUTOMATICALLY all maturing 
items: motes, collections, corres- 
pondence, UP TO DATE. 


Our $1000.00 Prize Story! 
A book about it—* It Tickles,’’ free. 


ROCKWELL & RUPEL CO. 
CHICAGO. 








“Death by Wrongful Act.” 


BY 








A treatise upon the questions of 
law peculiar to actions for injuries re- 
sulting in death. Indispensable to 
all practitioners bringing or defending 


PERSONAL INJURY SUITS. 
A valuable feature is the comparative | 
TABLE OF STATUTES. | 


1 VOL, $4.75, DELIVERED. 
SOLD SUBJECT TO EXAMINATION. 


WEST PUBLISHING CO., St. Paul, Minn. 





COMMERCIAL LAWS, TABULATED. 


LIM 'TATIONS—J UDGMENT—NOTES—ARREST-—INTEREST—USURY. (Revised Monthly.) 





| 
Arrest Le 




















| Statute of Limitations | Judg’t 
States and Territories. | in years. Notes.| for Int’rest Penalty for Usury. 
| Ace't. Note. Judg’t.| Debt. | per c’t. 
CO eee 3 6(d)| 20 | No. Yo. | 8(3)| Forfeit interest. 
ee | 3 5 5(n)| Yes. | No.* | 7(1)| None. 
ER cheno chieicepenon i 8 10 | No. | No.* | 6(4)| Forfeit claim. 
Eee 2 4(n)| 5 ais No.* 7(1)| None. 
ED esccdaseusaenons 2 2 2 * No.* 8 (1) None. 
Connecticut. .............. . > 6 (h) ere No. No.* 6(1)| None. 
aD 3 6(g)| 20 No. No.* 6(1)| Forfeit principal. 
District Columbia ......... 3 12 12 No. No. 6(4)| Forfeit interest. 
aa 4 5(g) | 20 No. No. 8 (4)| Forfeit interest. 
{Se 4 6(g)' 7(o) ws No. 7 (3) | Forfeit interest. 
SE eee 4 3 (e) a No.* 10 (5)| Fine and imprisonment. 
ER eee 5 10 20(mo Yes No.* 5(2)| Forfeit interest. 
iia iia win mivie ties 6 10 20 No. No.* 6 (3) Forfeit excess of interest. 
Indian | erritory ..........| 3 5 | 10 No. ae 6 (4) 
i Sahni nanbeee | § 10 20(m)| No. No.¥ 6 (3) | Forfeit terest. 
an oh ci eewceaanwe 3 5 ee No.* 6 (4)| Forfeit interest over (4). 
OO ee 5 5(j)  15(u)| No. No.* 6 Forfeit interest. 
Louisiana, 3 5 10 a No.t 5 (3) | Forfeit interest. 
ei ccaia 6 6 (i) 20 No. Yes. 6(1)| None. 
aryland...... 3 3(e) | 12 No. No. 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
Massachusetts . 6 6 (gi) 20 No. Yes. 6(1)| None. 
ichigan ........ 6 6 10(k)| Wo. No.f 6 (3) | Forfeit excess of interest. 
ee 6 6 0 No. No. 7 (4)| None. 
Mississippi ............... 3 6 7 | No. No. | 6(4)| Forfeit excess of interest. 
rer } § 10 10 No. No. 6 (3) | Foreit interest. 
0 SE eee 5 8 10 a No.* 10 (1) | None. 
a cil comm ecabene 4 5 10 (0) |, No. No.* 7 (4)| Forfeit interest 
| SERS | 4 6 ee HE Yes. 7(1)| None. 
New Hampshire .......... | 6 6(g)| 20 No. Yes. 6 Forf't 3 times excess and costa 
ET vi accswacsnsess 6 6(f) | 20 No. No.*§ 6 Forfeit interest. 
PE MED cicccassccesce] || 6 7 re Yes. 6(5)| None. 
eae 6 6 (g) 20(k)| No. No.” 6 Forfeit claim. 
North Carolina. ........... 3 3(d) | 10()) 7” Yes 6 (3) | Forfeit interest. 
North Dakota. ............ 6 6(g)| 20 No. No.* 7 (5) | Forfeit interest. 
RR CRO uerh emiaic aoe eas 6 15 5(v); Yes. No.* | 6(3)| Forfeit excess of 6%. 
0 Ee 3 5 5(ms)| .. ne | 7 (5) 
ee 6 6(d) 10 No. No.* | 8(4)| Forfeit claim. 
Pennsylvania ............- 6 6(g)| 20 Yes. No.* 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
Rhode Island...........-... | 6 (a) 6(g)| 20(p)| No. Yes.§ 6(1)| None. 
South Carolina............ 6 | No. Yes. | 7(4)| None. 
South Dakota ............. 6 6(g);| 20(q)| No. | No.* 7 (5)| Forfeit interest. 
eee 6 10 | Yes. | No | 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
ee 4 (b) 4 10 No. | No. 6 (4) | Forfeit excess of interest. 
PE prabtnnencssstcwase | 4 5 | No. | Yes 10 (1) | None. 
SES eee 6 8(p)| .. |; Yes.§; 6 For feit excess of interest. 
i initcvecsenasey 5(b)| 5(d)| 10(r)| No. | Yes. 6 Forfeit interest. 
Wasbington .. Sp 6 No. Yes. | 10 (1) | None. 
West Virginia . 5(c)| 10 10(r) | No. Yes. | 6 Forfeit excess of interest. 
Wisconsin .. 6 | 6(g)| 20(kq)} Yes. | Yes. | 7 (4) | Forfeit interest. 
Wyoming 4 (t) 5(t)| 5(t)| Yes. | ¥Ves.$; 12(:)| None. 
| 
DOMINION OF CANADA. | | 
New Brunswick .......... 6 | 6(g)\ 20 | Yes. 6(1)| None. 
Nova Scotia............... 6 6(g)| 20 | Yes. 6 (2) 
_ Sie 6 | 6(g)| 20 | Yes.|j| 6(1)| None. 
Rane 6-10 | 610 | 30 | Yes. | 6(1)| None. 
LIMITATIONS.—(A) Between merchants 20 years. (B) Store, 2 years. (C) Store,3 years. (D) Under 
seal, 10 years. (E) Under seal, 12 years. (F) Underseal, 16 years. (G) Under seal, 20 years. H) Under 


seal or not negotiable, 16 years; Connecticut 17 years. 


(I) Witnessed. 20 —. (J) When negotiable, if dis- 
counted at bank. (K) Justice, 6 years. ce, 10 y 


(L) Justice, 7 years. (M) Jus ears. (N) yy = 2 years. 
O) Foreign, 5years. (P) Foreign, 6 pene. (Q) a 10 years. (R) Foreign, same as in tate where 
rendered, but not over 10 years. (s) Federal, 20 years. (‘T) On debts incurred before debtor became resident, 
suit must be be within 2 years after residence is secured. (U) From date of last execution. (V) Can be 
revived within 21 years. 
ARREST.—*Ex in cases of fraud. {| Except in cases of fraud and in supplementary proceedin t Ex- 
cept to secure person of debtor to answer the suit. { Except in cases of fraud and breach of trust. ,} Except 
females. || If claim is over $100. Married woman exempt. 


INTEREST.—(1) Can contract for any rate. (2) May contract for7 percent. (3),May contract for 8 
eent. (4) May contract for 10 per cent. 6) May contrast for 12%per cent ot 
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“ It rests the back.” 


Send for Catalogue. 
CHICAGO, ILL. 


“PERFECT = 
Stenographers’ Chair, 
BLACKMER BROS. & CO., 


THE 


(Room 9.) GETTYSBURG BUILDING, 


Adjustable—Spring Back. 





“Tt rests the back.” 
. > THE a 


=» POET'S PEN-HOLDER. 


The great fault in the 
pen-holders commonly in 
use is their clogging up 
with ink, rendering the 
withdrawal of the pena 
matter frequently of great 
difficulty. This is ob- 
viated in the new pen- 
holder by having the end 
“A” to unscrew for the 
purpose of cleaning when 
necessary. Theflange “B” 
gives increased strength 
to the pen-holder and a 
capacity to hold pens of 
varying sizes, while it 
keeps the ink from com- 
ing in contact with the 
fingers and the pen from 
soiling the desk. 

The chasing affords an 
easy but firm hold for the 
hand, while its peculiar 
shape prevents it from 
rolling off a sloping desk. 
It can be used as a letter 
opener and paper cutter, 
and the material being of 
the best quality of hard 
rubber, it is specially dur- 
able. Its neat and at- 
tractive appearance ren- 
ders ita handsome orna- 
ment to a desk in either 
counting room or parlor. 
If, as some assert, pen 
| paralysis is caused by the 
| metal tip of the ordinary 
4 pen-holder drawing away 
j the electricity from the 
hand, then another claim 
can be made for the 
Poet’s Pen-Holder. 

Price each, including postage, .30 

“ per dozen “ “ 3. 






| Aine sievntoelggnasanngeiioeniipttoes | 


"76 ‘L1 AWW IiVd 


00: 


TheEsterbrook Steel Pen Co, 








“26 JOHN ST. MEW YORK. 
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Established 1876. 
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THE LARGEST OLLEGTION AGENCY IN THE WORLD 
NOW-GHURGH & GO. 


CINCINNATI, CAMPBELL & WARNER, Counsel. De- 
pository, Merchants’ National Bank 
Fourth and Vine Streets, and Second National Bank. 
PHILADELPHIA, P. S. BROWN, Attorney. Depository, 
} Merchants’ National Bank; J. a 
608.610 Chestnut Street. Winslow, Manager. 
NEW YORK CITY, ¢T. C, CAMPBELL and ARTHUR MURPHY, 
Counsel. Depository. Merchants’ 
265-267 Broadway. ( Exchange National Bank. 
BALTIMORE, — & BONSALL, Counsel. Deposit- 
549-554 Equitable Building. ory, National Mechazica’ Bank. 
BOSTON, F. A. HIGGINS, Manager. Depository, 
9 Franklin Street. Mechanics’ National Bank. 


CHICAGO a & GRIDLEY, Counsel. Deposi- 


Ashland Block. tory, National Bank of Illinois. 
MILWAUKEE, ¢ BLOODGOOD, BLOODGOOD & KEMPER, 
Counsel. Depository, The Marine 
102 Wisconsin Street. ’ Fire Insurance Company Bank. 
KANSAS CITY, H. H. COOK, Counsel. Depository, Na 
Fifth and Main Streets. { tional Bank of Kansas City. 


MINNEAPOLIS, i E. EDWARDS, Counsel. Deposi- 


Bank of Commerce Building. tory. Bank of Commerce. 


GRAND RAPIDS, 
Old Houseman Building. 


BOLTWOOD & BOLTWOOD, Counsel. De- 
pository, Old National Bank. 


OMAHA, ene THOMAS & McGILTON, Coun- 


sel. Depository, Omaha National 
316 South 15th Street. Bank. 
ST. PAUL, 


Pioneer Press Building. 


P. J. McLAUGHLIN, President. De- 
psitory, National German-American 
k. 





DETROIT, 


Whitney Opera House. 


PITTSBURGH, 


33 Diamond Street. 


CLEVELAND, 


Society for Savings Bank. 


DENVER, 


ST. LOUIS, 


321-324 Commercial Building. 


ATLANTA, 


Cor. Wall & Lloyd Streets. 


ST. — MO. 


lighes Building. t 


BUFFALO, 


Chapin Block. 


RICHMOND, VA. 


1002 East Main Streets. 


NEW HAVEN, CONN. 
Benedict Building. 


SYRACUSE, N.Y. 


Kirk Block. 


wM 
Ernst & Cramner Building. { Union National Bank. 


3 PRANK T. LODGE, Counsel. Depository, 


Home Savings Bank. 
S. A. & M. JOHNSTON, Counsel. 
ee \ Duquesne National 
ank. 


§ LOUIS J. CROSSMAN, Counsel. Deposit 
ory, Cleveland National Bank. 


._L. PALM, Counsel. Depository, 


BOOGHER & TAYLOR, Counsel. it 
i ory, St. Louis National ~~ 


BISHOP & McWHORTER, Counsel. De- 
} pository, Southern Banking & Trust 
Company. 
J RUMOR & PLOTNER, Counsel. Deposit- 
ory, German-American Bank. . 


M. INGLEHART, Counsel. Depository, 
Queen Ci y Bank. 


HILL, MONTAGUE & M. L. DAWSON, 
Counsel. Depository, State Bank ot 
Virginia. 
WM. A. WRIGHT, Counsel. F. M. Barp- 
; WIN and O. J. Harris, rs. 
j EDW. H. LEGGETT, Counsel. Depositozy, 
7 Bank of Syracuse. 


Six Thousand of the Leading Wholesale and Manufacturing Houses of 
the United States are Subscribers to our various Offices. 


Attorneys may call Creditors’ Meetings at these various Offices, and are invited to make 
the same their headquarters when in the respective cities. 


“THE SNOW-CHURCH LEGAL AND BANKING DIRECTORY” contains the name of one 


bank and attorney, guaranteed by the 
town of the United States. 
Published. It contains maps ofall the States; 
tories, and of the British Provinces. 


CORRESPONDENTS AT EVERY 


SNOW-CHURCH SURETY COMPANY, 
This is the best and most complete Legal and Banking Directory ever 
banking and commercial laws of all the States. Terri- 





MART IN 


in every 


THE WORLD. 


The following letter from the well-known SECOND NATIONAL BANK of Cincinnati, shows how bankers view this Directory : 


THE SNOW-CHURCH SURETY COMPANY, New York, N.Y. 


Gentlemen :—“' Enclosed please find our New York Exchange for $60.00, in payment of one page in your and Banking Directory. 
You may renew our advertisement in your 183 edition. % TOOND NATIONAL 


the character we have ever seen. 


OrFick SECOND NATIONAL BANK, } 
Cincinnati, Ohio, December 23d, 1892. 


It is the best work 


S BANK, (by Chas. H. Davis.) 
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206-208 Broadway, 
NEW YORK. 


GILBERT ELLIOTT LAW COMPANY, 


PAID-IN CAPITAL, $40,000. 


317 Olive Street, 
ST. LOUIS, moe, 


NEW YORK REFERENCES :—Merchants’ Exchange Nat. Bank; M, J. Paillard & Co.; J. Monroe Taylor Chemical Co.; Mabie, Todd & Baird; The Railroad 


Gazette; Geo. H. Lawrence & Co. ; 
Elevating Co. ; Klee & Wallach. 








JOAN HASKELL BUTLER, 
Counselor at Law, 
244 Washington Street, 


Globe Building, BOSTON, MASS. 


The Bouker Contracting Co. ; 


Gartner & Friedenheit ; 





BUSH & BROWN, 
Attorneys at Law, 


Rooms 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, 
BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 


Special attention to Commercia', Corporation and 
Insurance Law. 
Practice in all the Courts of Birmingham, Ala. and the 
Supreme Court of the State. 
Unsurpassed ficilities form king Collections through- 
out the State 





MLLOP. WALKER & CO., 
335 Broadway, NEW YORK. 
Have superior facilities for making 


Collections in All Parts of the World. 


Responsibility, long experience, careful attention, and 


the selection of reliable and efficient attorneys are the in- 
ducements offered in soliciting business. 





FrREDERICK PARKER, 


COUNSELOR AT Law, 


Supreme Court Commissioner and Special 
Master in Chancery. 


FREEHOLD, NEW JERSEY. 


Collections promptly made. Specia) attention given to 
examination of titles to real estate. 


Refers to The Central National Bank of Freehold, N. J. 





W. S. HE TRICH, 
Attorney at Law, 


EASTON, PA. 


Vitalized Phosphites. 








For thirty years used by thou- 


sands of overworked, “ brain- 
wearied” men and women with 
such success as a curative that 


e ccahiheiiaeiietnemememeedl e 
many now take it as a preventive 
of nervous exhaustion. 


This brain nutriment is largely composed of 
phosphoid element of the ox brain od wheat germ. 7" 
contains no narcotic. Formula on each label. 

It supplies to the system that which has 
been lost in excesses, excitement or worry. 
It is a powerful restorer of the vital forces. 


Descriptive Pamphlet Free. 


from $0 W. 25th St. N.Y RG ty G, 


None genuine without 
this signature [= 





JAMES. C. SELLERS, — 
Attorney at Law, 


Philadelphia, Pa. and West Chester, Pa. 
OFFICE, DREXEL BUILDING, PHILADELPHIA. 


Corporation, Commercial, Insurance and Probate Law. 


Practices in all United States, Philadelphia and Chester 
County Courts. 


Collections promptly made in either County. 





SUYVTH & LEE, 
Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 

7 Bread Street, CHARLESTON, S. C. 
Local Attorneys for the Bradstreet Co. Refer to James 
Adgar & Co., Charieston, &.C : Pelzer, Rodgers & Co., 
Charleston. S C.; Coosaw Mining Co., Charl ston. 8. C.; 
First National Bank, Charleston, 5.C_; George 8 Brown, 
Baltimore, Md.; Dunham, Buckley & Co., 40 Broadw sy, 


N.Y.; Dale, Reed & Cooley, 43 Broadway, N.Y.; Lane & 
Bodley Manufacturing Co., Cincinnati. 


JOHN A. BARTHEL, 
Attorney & Counselor at Law, 


221 Four-and-a-half Street, N.W. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


Speciai attention given to Mercantile Collections. 





Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 
St. Louis References (unsolicited and without permission) 
State Bank ; Samuel Cupples Woodenware Co. 
New York References :—Collins. Downing & Co.; Free- 


man & Green. 
304 North Sth Street, 
(Turner Butiding.) Koome 61, 62, 63, 64, 67. 
ST. LOUIS. MO. 


Pierce & Miller Engin’g Co.; Pratt, Hurst& Go.; E. M. VanTasse 





CAR TEK, HUGHES & KELLOGG, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


WALTER 8, CaRTER. 
CuHarRes E. Hvenes. 
Freperic R. KELioee. 
Epwakrp F. Dwieur. 
ARTHUR C, Rounps. 


96 Broadway 
and 
6 Wall Street, 
NEW YORK CITy, 


Refer to Chemical and Western National Banks. 





M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecal. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Broad St., Charleston, 8, (C, 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 


Special attention given to collections, Real Estate, Cor. 
oration, Commercial and Insurance Law. Counsel State 
Savings Bank. Refer to the president or cashier of 
bank in Charleston, 8.C.; The National Park Bank, N Y, 
The United States National Bank, N.Y.; J. tH Parker, 
Esq., 41 Wall Street, N.¥.; Postal Telegraph Cable Co, 
N.Y.; United States Mutual Accident Assuciation, N.Y, 


H{ASTINGS & GLEASON 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


No. 265 Broadway, 








NEW YORK, 
Counsel and Notaries for National Bank of the 
hepublic, New York. 


Gro. S. HasTines. ALBE&aT H. GiEason. 


[4W OFFICE OF — 
A. C. BRODERSEN, 


Notary Public, 


15, 16 and 17 Regers Bleck, 
LOS ANGELES, CAL. 
Member of 20 different Mercantile Law and Collection 


Associations. 
Attorney and Manager of Los Angeles Law and Collection 
Department. 





Accounts Col ected. Speciality : Prompt Returns. 


HE WHOLESALE TRADE 
LAW &COLLECTION AGENCY 


No. 199 Duane Street, New York City. 


W. H. SCHOHOLEY, Cc. M. WELLS; 
Attorney and Counselor at Law, Manager. 
NOTARY PUBLIC. 
All Legal Matters Promptly Attended to. 


Refer to the Wholesale Grocery Trade and Commission 
Merchants in General. 





FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 


LAWYERS, 
Rooms 434 to 487, Bank of Minneapolis Building, 
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 


Walter V. Fifield; J. C. Fifield, Notary Public; G.W. Fifield; 
C. D. Grasett, Notary Public; S. A. Breding. 


Mercantile Law and Collections a —— . Depositions 
accurately with disp 4 


When requested by letter or wire, will go to any point to 
collect, adjust, or secure claims. 


Refers to Bank of Sttangagotie. Citizens’ Bank and th 
leading Jobbing Houses of Minneapoli , 


CHAS. F. MUSSEY, 
: Lawyer, 
COMMERCIAL AND CORPORATION DAW. 
Practices in State and Federal Courts. 


302 and 303 } 515 Main Street, 
Long Bros.’ Building, KANSAS CITY, MO. 


Telephone 215, 








eras § HUTCHINSON, 
Corporation and Commercial Law 


AND REAL ESTATE LAND TITLES INVESTIGATED 
AND CLAIMS COLLECTED. 


Chief Counsel in West Virginia for Baltimore and Ohio 
Rallroad Company. 


PARKERSBURG, W. VA. 


References : — Citizens’ National Bank; Firat Na*ional 
Bank; Sena 


tor J N. Camden. 


T. B. & R. P. WETMORE, 
Attorneys at Law 





AND SOLICITORS IN CHANCERY. 


Commercial, Corporation and Real Estate Law. 
Practice in all courts in the State. 





BIRMINGHAM, ALABAMA, d 





